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EDUCATIONAL UNION. 


Last week we ventured to suggest that a very prac- 
ticable means of instituting an education in common, 
for the two branches of the profession, might be found 
in the admission of solicitors or articled clerks, who 
should pass a voluntary examination, to attendance on 
the lectures given in the Inns of Court. We cannot 
suppose such a proposal would meet with instant 
approval. Like every other change, it must be can- 
vassed before it can be adopted, and it might probably 
encounter opposition from different quarters. All 


objections, however, must ultimately resolve them- 
selves into two—either that it would do too little, or 


that it would do too much. It may be said that the 
granting permission to a few students, who happened 
to enjoy a superior education, would have no practical 
consequences, or it may be said that its consequences 
would be undesirable ; and then the evil apprehended 
would be feared in the interest of the higher or lower 
branch of the profession, according to the point of view 
of the particular objector. 

Undoubtedly, considered in itself, it is a matter of 
very slight importance that a certain number of young 
men should receive instruction in the hall of an Inn of 
Court, instead of in the building of the Incorporated 
Law Society. But surrounding circumstances can give 
an importance to even less things than this. ‘The 
attendance of students from both branches of the pro- 
fession at the same lecture might mean nothing; but at 
the present time, and in the present crisis of the relation 
between the two branches, it would be indicative of a 
good deal. We are exactly in that position now when 
small things tell—when, to use a homely saying, a straw 
will show which way the wind blows. That some 
change in the relation between the two branches of the 
profession will come, is quite evident; but no one can 
‘say what the change will be. We are not prepared to 
express an opinion in what exact direction the change 
ought to be made. In a country like England we 
cannot discuss the balance of expediency without 
Teference to the traditions, the usages, and even the 
prejudices of large portions of society. But one thing 
is evident : if the two branches of the profession are to 
be placed on a footing of greater equality, what will 
effect this will be that common opinion places the 
representatives of the lower, as men of thought, learning, 
and general education, on a level with the representa- 
tives of the higher. What persons who wish to effect 
a change require is, a safe ascertained instance to 
which they can confidently refer. Now, it would be 
au argument of real weight, and, what is exceedingly 
important, of a weight casily appreciated by every one, 
if it were in the power of a solicitor to point to the fact, 





that there were, at any rate, some of his own body who 


received exactly as wide and as high a legal education 
as the first men at the bar. Socially, also, it would not 
fail to raise the status of solicitors if it were known that 
it was always open to them to be classed with the bar 
during the period of study. On the other hand, the 
bar could not fail to reap some advantage from the 
introduction of their new associates. The students 
intending to practise as solicitors would generally be 
men who would afterwards hold a prominent place in 
their own profession ; and if anything could diminish the 
suspicion and reality of undue nepotism, it would be 
that the most eminent solicitors, by receiving their 
higher education in common with cotemporary bar- 
risters, should have learned not only where merit lies, 
but in what merit consists. 

It is possible that apprehensions might be entertained 
lest the institution of such a scheme should introduce a 
division into the lower branch itself. Solicitors might 
regret that there should be any arbitrary division drawn 
between members of their own ranks, and countenance 
given to the supposition that some portion of the bod 
was higher and better educated than the rest. It is 
impossible to deny that those who chose to put them- 
selves through the course we have suggested, would 
show that they were willing to submit to more trouble, 
and undergo a more solid preparation for their future 
duties, than those who refused or were not able to do 
so. And sometimes there might be some sort of 
injustice done to individuals in this way ; and persons 
who were anxious and able to go through the course 
might be prevented by circumstances from doing so, 
and have an inferiority imputed to them which was 
quite undeserved. This is true, and it is an imperfec- 
tion which attaches to the plan; but it isan imperfection 
which also attaches to every scheme of education that 
is more than rudimentary. Since the Law Society 
have established the system of giving prizes and certifi- 
cates of merit, they have introduced an educational 
division between the foremost and the less successful 
of their candidates. And the inequality reaches further 
back than the limits within which educational systems 
can operate. The students who would feel qualified to 
seek at a comparatively early age a high legal educa- 
tion, would necessarily be persons who would long have 
enjoyed many advantages. It would be indispensable 
that they should have such an acquaintance with 
either Latin or French as would imply that the 
had been fortunate enough to be taught well 
and early. The only reason why a special examination 
would be’ advisable before this class of students was 
admitted to attend the lectures of the Inns of Court, 
would be, that it would be absurd to expect that even 
the majority of articled clerks could have received a 
preliminary education sufficiently good to enable them 
to feel at home in the lecture-room. The division, 
therefore, already exists, and must exist. Some students 
in their early life are more fortunate and more forward 
than others. It can be no hardship that this should be 
recognised formally, if the recognition is likely to prove 
beneficial to the general body, to which the more and 
the less fortunate alike belong. 

A far greater difficulty will be practically found to be 
presented by the opposition of the bar. So far from 
thinking the proposal unimportant, we feel sure the 
leaders of that branch of the profession would consider 
it a very serious step. They would see that the ex- 
clusive prestige of the bar might be sensibly diminished 
by it. It could only be on public grounds, and from 
the honest conviction that the claim of solicitors to re- 
ceive a common instruction was founded in justice, that 
they would yield. But if the general opinion of the 
professional and the lay public declared itself in favour 
of the concession, there is no doubt that, sooner or 
later, it must be made. And here, we think, an appeal 
to the history of the Inns of Chancery would be of no 
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little weight. It gives a great handle to the supporters 
of any application if they can show that they seek sub- 
stantially to revive an old thing, and not to create a new 
one. The Benchers of the Inns of Court may be re- 
minded that they preside over institutions which were 
once accustomed to give instruction to solicitors, and to 
exercise a headship over affiliated societies where bar- 
risters and solicitors lived and studied together. Ina 
foreign country such an argument might not make 
much impression ; but in England appeals to past his- 
tory and old traditions strike so directly at the sym- 
pathies of every man, that they possess a power which 
exceeds, perhaps, their logical value. If the general 
body of solicitors were to agree that the plan were de- 
sirable, and ask for its adoption at the hands of the 
bar, they could at once give a colour of right to their 
proposal by a reference to the historical position of their 
own Inns; and then the good sense of the bar, personal 
respect for the applicants, and a deference to the opinion 
of impartial spectators both at home and abroad, would 
in time insure their success. 





Se 
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THE NORTHAMPTON BOROUGH COURT. 

Most of our readers are aware that the Act which 
introduced the existing county courts into our judica- 
ture, as well as the subsequent Acts which extended 
their jurisdiction, did not abolish the Courts of 
Record, which had been long established in numerous 
boroughs throughout the country. Before the intro- 
duction of the present system no doubt these Courts 
were found to be useful for the recovery of small debts; 
and, even if they had not been, our Legislature is 
usually loath to interfere with existing institutions where 
vested rights are concerned. Under the Common Law 
Procedure Act, the provisions of that statute may be 
extended to such courts by an order of the Queen in 
Council ; but, as far as our information extends, very 
few of them have availed themselves of this privilege ; 
and the old practice, therefore, still continues to govern 
the procedure of the majority of these antiquated tri- 
bunals, which of itself is no inconsiderable disadvantage. 
But, if we are to place any reliance on the statements 
contained in a pamphlet recently given to the world b 
Mr. Becke, a solicitor, residing in Northampton, it 
would appear that there are other evils connected with 
these tribunals of a much more formidable character. 

The pamphlet contains little else than a correspond- 
ence between Mr. Becke on the one hand, and the 
Recorder and Registrar of the Court on the other, re- 
lating to an action, in which judgment was obtained in 
the Northampton Borough Court of Record, against .a 
client of Mr. Becke. Mr. Becke’s charges may be 
arranged under three heads—l1st, that it has been the 
practice of the Registrar to issue writs to be served out 
of the jurisdiction of the Court, thereby compelling de- 
fendants either to try the question of jurisdiction, or to 
submit to judgment by default ; 2ndly, that the costs, 
particularly where execution issues, are exorbitant ; and, 
3rdly, that the ep aye who is a practising solicitor, 
frequently acts as the attorney of the plaintiff—which, if 
true, may well account for that functionary’s anxiety to 
extend the area of his operations. Judging from the 
facts disclosed in the pamphlet, there is little room to 
doubt the truth of the two first charges, nor is the third 
at all satisfactorily met, though in the particular case 
which has raised this discussion it is distinctly denied. 

The circumstances which gave rise to this contro- 
versy are shortly these : A few months ago, Mr. Elton, 
a client of Mr. Becke, received a letter from Mr. Cooke, 
the Registrar—who, as we have mentioned, is a practis- 
ing solicitor—requiring him to pay a small debt, toge- 
ther with 3s. 6d., the charge for the application. The 
debt not having been paid, a writ was served by Mr. 
Cooke’s clerk, as is alleged, and apparently without 
dispute, out of the jurisdiction—unless, indeed, as Mr. 








Serjeant Clarke, the Recorder, intimates in one of his 
letters, by immemorial usage, the writs of this 
Court run in all parts of the kingdom. Judgment 
having been signed, Mr. Becke applied for a summons 
to set it aside, and was refused. ‘Thereupon he applied 
to the Recorder, whose letters, we are bound to say, are 
characterised by the utmost straightforwardness and 
anxiety to do justice. In the course of the correspon- 
dence which ensued, the Recorder and Mr. Becke are 
informed that the cause has been removed by the plain- 
tiff’s attorney into the Court of Exchequer—a statement 
which turned out to be incorrect. The upshot of the 
whole matter, however, was, that the plaintiff aban- 
doned his judgment and all further proceedings in the 
cause ; and, in doing so, he appears to have been better 
advised than in the earlier stages of his litigation. If 
we may judge by the result, it seems likely enough that 
the whole proceeding was illegal, and that, if it had 
been brought before the Court of Exchequer, it would 
have ended in nothing but costs and disappointment to 
the plaintiff. It is the first time that we have heard of 
an assumption by these Borough Courts of jurisdiction 
over persons residing in all parts of the kingdom ; or 
that evidence for fifty years of the practice of serving 
writs outside the municipal boundaries is sufficient to 
make all her Majesty’s subjects in England liable to be 
summoned to the Borough Court of Northampton, and 
to have judgment signed against them for non-appear- 
ance. In justice to Mr. Serjeant Clarke, we ought to 
say that he intimates this rather as Mr. Cooke’s than 
his own notion of the law. The learned Serjeant, how- 
ever, is, naturally enough, disposed to adopt the theory ; 
for it is, doubtless, highly pleasing to the soul of the 
Recorder, however obnoxious it may be to the reason of 
the lawyer. 

On the question of costs, Mr. Becke certainly proves 
a very strong case. The debt for which the action was 
brought was only 1/. 13s. 7d., and the costs of obtaining 
judgment— the action being undefended — were 
1l. 17s. 6d., more than seven times as much as they 
would have been under the same circumstances in the 
county court. Other instances of a still more mon- 
strous character are adduced by Mr. Becke. He 
mentions an undefended case in which the debt was 
only 5s. 6d., and the costs, including the expenses 
of levy, were 11. 15s. 6d. ; and this sum did not include 
the fees payable on the sale of the property seized. 
We cannot go through the list with which Mr. Becke 
has furnished the public in a tabular statement appended 
to his brochure; but there is one instance which it is 
impossible to pass over. As the name of the cause and 
the particulars are given, there will be no difficulty in 
disproving the statement if it be erroneous; but should 
it turn out to be true, it is unquestionably high time to 
set in order, if not to abolish, tribunals of such an 
outrageously oppressive character as the Northampton 
Borough Court of Record. In the particular case 
to which we allude, the debt was alleged to be 
8s. 10d.; and this included 8s. 6d. for Mr. Cooke's 
(the Registrar’s) costs of the writ. The actual 
subject-matter of litigation was, therefore, a four- 
penny piece; and the costs up to execution on 
this weighty stake, exclusive of Mr. Cooke’s little 
bill for the writ, were forty shillings. It is possible 
that some explanation can be offered which may avert 
the odium that must necessarily be excited by the 
mere recital of such iniquitous proceedings as these. 
We cannot but hope there will be; but, should none be 
forthcoming, we earnestly wish Mr. Becke the same 
success which attended Jacob Omnium’s attack upon 
the Palace Court, and that next session of Parliament 
will put an end to all these petty engines of local op- 
pression. From these remarks we desire to except the 


Courts of Record of Manchester, Liverpool, Bristol, 
and other large towns, where they are really of use, 
and in some of which, the new common law procedure 
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having been introduced, business is conducted to the 
satisfaction of suitors and the public advantage. 

With Mr. Becke’s remaining charge against the Regis- 
trar of the Northampton Court of Rauard we have no 
anxiety to concern ourselves, inasmuch as it partakes 
of a personal character, and it is not fair to judge with- 
out hearing the other side. We can only say, that, if 
the Registrar is in the habit of practising as a solicitor 
in the court of which he is the principal ministerial 
officer, it is a most objectionable course of proceeding, 
and one that must frequently lead to very inconvenient 
results. If Mr. Cooke were an officer of a county 
court, his doing so would expose him to a fine under 
the statute. But it is fair to state that Mr. Cooke denies 
that he was the legal adviser of the plaintiff in the cause 
which gave rise to this discussion, and he alleges, that, 
though the writ was served by his clerk, it was done 
after office hours, and on the clerk’s own account ; and 
further, that Mr. Becke brought a similar charge against 
him on a former occasion, which he failed to substan- 
tiate in an investigation held before the Mayor and 
Town Clerk. 

Apart, however, from all personal considerations, the 
questions raised by Mr. Becke in his pamphlet are such 
as demand serious inquiry in the proper quarter, and 
well deserve the attention of the public. 


——_ > -——_ = 
Legal Nets 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY.—Oct. 3. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Evans.) 
In re Colonel Waugh. 


This was an audit meeting under the bankruptcy of W. 
Petrie Waugh, a director of the London and Eastern Banking 
Company, who was made bankrupt as a brickmaker, of Brank- 
sea Island, and elsewhere. 

Mr. Bell, the official assignee, reported that the assets 
hitherto realised were of very trifling amount—not more than 
£1,000, being chiefly the proceeds of the bankrupt’s stock in 
trade at Millbank and at Branksea. As the proofs may amount 
to upwards of a quarter of a million, there is of course no 
prospect of any early dividend. A sum of £10,000, the right 
to which is disputed between the assignees and the London and 
Eastern Bank, has been deposited in the Bank of England, to 
abide the result of an arbitration. 


(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp.)—Oct. 6. 
In re W. Hart. 


The bankrupt was a wine and spirit dealer, of Charlotte- 
street, Blackfriars-road. This was the examination meeting. 
The accounts, prepared by Messrs. Paul and Turner, show a 
deficiency in April, 1856, of £126. The bankrupt now owes 
to unsecured creditors £1,575; all the property had been 
assigned. No trade assignee had been appointed at the meeting 
held for that purpose, and none was now named. 

Mr. Plews appeared for the bankrupt, and Mr. Moon for the 
petitioning creditor, who was not desirous of taking the assig- 
neeship. 

Mr. Plews urged that the bankrupt ought not to suffer on that 
account. No one ought to present a petition who was not pre- 
pared to act as assignee. 

Mr. Lee, the official assignee, having stated that the accounts 
were well kept and vouched, the bankrupt passed. 


On Saturday, Oct. 8, at the Judges’ Chambers, Mr. Baron 
Channell delivered judgment on an application for a writ of habeas 
corpus to bring before the court of Mr. Brent, the deputy coroner 
for Middlesex, a woman named Bridget Kavanagh, who had 
been committed to Newgate by the magistrate of Marlborough- 
street Police-court, on a charge of administering poison to her 
illegitimate child. Mr. Langham, the deputy-coroner for West- 
minster, who acted as solicitor for Mr. Brent, cited several cases 
in support of his application. The learned judge, however, 
consulted Mr. Corner, of the Crown Office, and learnt from him 
that of late numerous similar applications had been made to 
the judges, both at Westminster and at chambers, and in no 
instance had an order been made; and Mr. Baron Channell, 
having also cited various authorities, now observed that he had 





most carefully considered the case, and felt bound to say that 
he had no power to make the order for the writ. 


We sincerely regret having to announce the death of Edward 
Lovell, Esq., one of the members of the firm of Messrs. Lovell, 
solicitors, of Wells. The deceased was clerk of the Wells County 
Court, and chairman of the Wells Burial Board.—Bristol 
Mirror. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. M. Fortescue, of the 
Home Circuit, Judge of the Devonshire County Court (Circuit 
No. 59), in the place of Mr. Praed, deceased. 


It is our painful duty to announce the death, by pistol-wound, 
of Thomas Bentley Locke, Esq., J.P., at his residence, Hessle 
Mount. Mr. Locke was found dead in his bed-room on Friday 
morning. Mr. Locke was formerly a partner in the bank of 
Messrs. Harrison, Watson, & Co., which has just failed, but 
had, many years ago, ceased to have any pecuniary interest in 
that firm.—Hull Packet. 


It is stated that Sir E. V. Williams, one of the Justices of the 
Common Pleas, and author of the “ Treatise on the Law of 
Executors and Administrators,” will be the Judge of the new 
Court of Probate.—Bristol Mirror. 


Mr. Townsend, M.P., has been restored to his original posi- 
tion in a most unprecedented manner by his constituents. His 
bankruptcy has been superseded by a subscription of the electors, 
discharging all the debts and providing suflicient capital for 
his resumption of business, on even a larger scale. This is 
carrying out parliamentary reform with a vengeance, and with 
such an example a return to the good old plan of salaries for 
M.P.’s may even yet be hoped for. 


Mr. J. K. Winterbottom, formerly of Stockport, has been 
elected town-clerk of Hobart Town, New South Wales, at a 
salary of £300 per annum. There were fifteen candidates for 
the office, five of whom were attorneys. 


The Queen has appointed George B. Van Buren, Esq., of the 
Middle Temple, to be Attorney-General for the Island of Gre- 
nada ; and Samuel Henry Frederic Abbott, Esq., to be Attorney- 
General for the Island of Tobago.—London Gazette, Oct. 6. 


Notice has been given that the Vacation Master of the Court 
of Common Pleas will attend on Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
Thursday, to transact business at chambers. 


The Insolvent Debtors’ Court will sit on Saturday, the 17th 
inst., for bail cases and motions, and shortly afterwards the sit- 
tings for the hearing of cases will be resumed. 


The following names were “proclaimed” at the Sheriffs’ 
Court, Red Lion-square, on Thursday, Oct. 1:—Sir Robert 
Jukes Clifton, Bart., at the suit of Leon Solomon Demetri; 
Prince De Schinas, at the suit of Thomas Pratt; Richard 
Chapman King, at the suit of Robert C. Dewey; Josiah 
Bartlett, at the suit of Thomas Gardiner; W. Digby Seymour, 
at the suit of Edward Grove; J. E. Beale, at the suit of the 
same; and W. MacOubrey and his wife, at the suit of Richard 
Richards. The next proclamation day is fixed for the 19th 
instant. 





TESTIMONIAL TO A SOLICITOR. 

Mr. Charles E. Lewis, of the firm of Harrison & Lewis, of 
New Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn, has recently been presented 
with a silver salver and a purse of one hundred sovereigns, by 
several of the officers who were removed by the passing of the 
Metropoitan Local Management Act, in testimony of their ap- 
preciation of his successful exertions to obtain compensation for 
them for the loss of their offices. 





COUNTY COURT RETURNS, 1856. 


A correspondent has sent us the subjoined tables compiled 
from the County Court Returns lately published :— 


1.— Circuits on which the greatest and the least number of Plaints 
were entered. 


Circuit. Judge. Plaints. 
25 Wolverhampton ........ 066)! GEER ccctab a pspaceaee 23,988 
13 Sheffield ..,....cecrccccceeese Li. eer 20,188 
8 Manchester ........seceeeeeee Brands © ...seccqaceecee 19,388 
80 Glamorganshire ............ PRUOOGIE 5.,.<.05sccepees 17,608 
21 Birmingham............-ceeee PERE can cascrcacagea 17,532 
BP BHOPEMICH .. 5.2 cccocsccesees WME ds coscaecarusciae 17,082 
SO Vem ee ccike ea thetedessese MatAAD 3. is. os ocee8t 17,080 
D SiickpOhE ys ..cdb cs obs... cee MNOE sil caxducesysceads 16,818 
6 Liverpool ........++ wdseccseee TAGMIG <<. cc cosscees 15,617 


FP BalfOrd crcccccescoctscccccceyes EABTOC ccscccccscccece 14,580 
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Circuit. Judge. Plaints. 

D DORDY, 5 aaings. cae Facesnueean ROBIE oss50ssarnpess . 14,379 

47 Southwark ..... Seatvarnel paee (WLIMOMOES |. ,,cccecsee 13,479 
42 Clerkenwell ........... vopcsen | MODE: as eect cnnbheee Sh 13,380 
Re AE Siuccesvesecubscsenecess Stansfield ............ 13,272 
45 Westminster ........0.seece00 + Bayley, ......sec oo 18,041 
DP SOIRON, BCCa> sec nnconcngcnenves BIRILOD: oc pppevas ests « 12,691 

48 Lambeth ,.....cgeesccncsecers Taylor ; ....seyeeeeesee 12,419 
AO TAA. Cela sco casnsngstent rns Greene . .reccoccerencee,, 11,752 
44 Marylebone ...,....+6+ peters Adolphus ..,... saenees 11,731 
SC EIIMEON 50s cc ces nncsaasantyunaep Sir E. Wilmot ...... *11,633 
28 Carnarvon, &c...... cetpaceean IRSA Cases PN Sea 4.076 
89 Colchester, &c. ...cccerceeorre Gurdon ........068 ics. Oe 
59 Tavistock, Sc. ...cccccsaceoss REM ssccsbcosanencerre 3,549 


* 9106 of these plaints were under 40s, each for a total sum of £7,198, 
and the total amount sued for on account of all these plaints was £23,323. 
2.—Circuits on which the largest and the least amount of Money 

was sued for. 


Circuits. Judges. Sued for, Costs. 
13 Sheffield ..... oheater' + Walker....... £50,370 ... £5,428 
6 Liverpool. ...,........ Pollock....... 46,583 6,913 
30 Glamorganshire ...... Faleoner .,.... 46,104 .,. 3,133 
25 Wolverhampton ...... Clarke..,...... 45,338 ... 6,211 
UA Leeds, -d.donessoongnnese Marshall,,.... 43,3875 .... 3,115 
45 Westmninster....,...... Bayley. ...... 43,276. ... 2,822 
21 Birmingham.......... Trafford ....,.. 40,377... 5,804 
41 Shoreditch ..... eet A . Storks...... ‘ib 36, 166... 5,100 
8 Manchester ............ Brandt. ...... 35,426 eos 8,265 
9 Stockport,........00.0« A OIOB sndécnnies 35,224 ... 2,984 
7 Salford........ peace ee oe «Harden. ,evse 84,078 ... 3,525 
12. Halifax.......... eponpes Stansfield. ,.. 33,760 ... 4,075 
44 Marylebone ..........++ Adolphus. ... 33,655 ... 4,769 
48 Lambeth ...........000 Taylor. ...... 383,225 ... 3,801 
2 Durham, &c........... Stapylton..., 32,305 ... 3,338 
19 Derby, &C.....0..000+ »» Cantrell..... . 81,447 .,. 3,687 
42 Clerkenwell .......06.. JOMES .....006 . 81,189 ,.. 3,351 
47 Southwark. ... .......6 Whitmore ,.. 30,616 .., 3,358 
10 Oldham, &c...,......... Greene.,..... 30,481 ... 3,480 
5 Bolton, &e....croececce Hulton.....,. 30,358 .. 3,200 
33 Ipswich, &c. .,......000 Woeuedan « 12,875 ... 1,642 
58 Exeter, &c...........004+ Lyrrell .. 12,439... 1,377 
39 Colchester, Biiinniesioe Gurdon ,..... i, 186 1,200 


The total amount of fees received for the first nine wawie of 
the year 1856 were £193,341, or an average of £64,447 on the 
quarter. Under the new and reduced scale, the fees for the last 
quarter of 1856 amounted to £58,472, or a difference of £5,975. 

Qur correspondent suggests that similar returns to those 
relating to county courts ought to be annually obtained from 
the local courts of record of Mauchester, Liverpool, Bristol, and 
other borough towns. 


(To be continued.) 
——_——_ > SES LER 


The French Tribunals. 


The Court of Assizes of the Carreze has been occupied with 
a singular case of illegal arrest. The defendant Lallé was mayor 
of Champagnac-Lanoialle, and for seventeen years lived most 
happily with his wife, by whom he had not fewer than ten 
children. At the end of that time a pretty young woman 
became their servant, and he soon conceived a violent passion 
for her. An improper comnection sprang up between them, 
and he persisted in maintaining it in spite of the remonstrances 
of his wife. At length the wife of the defendant became in- 
dignant at seeing her place in the household usurped by the 
stranger, and violent quarrels took place between her and her 
husband; sometimes even he beat her most savagely, and 
imprisoned her in her bedroom for days together. On the 
28th of last July he again beat and imprisoned her, and she 
sent a message to two of her cousins—one the mayor, the other 
a municipal councillor of a neighbouring village—to come and 
rescue her. They did so, and carried her to Clerigoux. On 
learning what had been done, Lallé pursued the three fugitives, 
and he calledon the police to assist him in arresting them for 
a robbery of 6,000f. This assertion was entirely false, and 
the police at the time suspected it to be so. They therefore 
demanded from Lallé, in his quality of mayor, not only a 
written authorisation to make the arrest, but that it should be 
stamped with the official seal of the Moirie. Lallé gave the 
authorisation demanded, and the three persons were arrested and 
kept in close confinement all night and part of the next day, 
when they were released by the Procureur-Imperial of Tulle, 








before whom they were carried, Finding the serious nature of 
his offence, Lallé offered to compromise the matter with his 
wife’s relations for the sum of 1,000f. This was accepted. The 
matter, however, came to the ears of the authorities, and they 
instituted a prosecution against Lallé. The Court declared 
him guilty, and he was senteuced to fifteen months’ imprison- 
ment. 

The Imperial Court of Paris has just decided upon an appeal 
from the Tribunal of Commerce. The facts of the case are 
interesting. M. Bartholy, the director of the theatre Beau- 
mardréy, accepted, at the beginning of April last, a play in 
five acts, intitled ‘Le Naufrage de la Perouse,’ and, at the 
request of the authors, he engaged an actor, M. Durand, to 
perform in it, who was then out of employment. The agree- 
ment with this person was, that the engagement should be 
considered as commencing ten days before the performance of 
the piece, and that it should continue for a year. There wasa 
further stipulation, that, from the time the piece should cease 
to be performed, Durand should, to the end of the year, play 
in any other pieces for which Bartholy should think him fit; 
and it was stipulated Durand’s salary should be 125f. a 
month. The Censor refused to allow the piece to be performed, 
and, in consequence, Bartholy thought his agreement with 
Durand was rescinded, as it had been made solely on the sup- 
position that the piece was to be played. But Durand brought 
an action against him before the Tribunal of Commerce to 
compel him to let him play at the theatre, and to give him 
2,000f. damages for having refused to do so. The Tribunal 
of Commerce decided, that, as the engagement had been con- 
ditionally made, Durand’s claim was unfounded; finding, 
however, that, although the piece had been refused by the 
Censorship in April, it was not until the 25th of May that 
Bartholy informed Durand he should not want his services, 
although Durand had kept himself at his disposal during the 
interval, it ordered Bartholy to pay 200f, to Durand as an 
indemnity for his loss of time. Both parties appealed against 
this judgment, but the Imperial Court confirmed it. 








The Civil Tribunal was engaged on Wednesday last, in 
determining a rather singular case. It was an action brought 
by Mdlle. Geraldine, one of the principal actresses of the 
Théatre des Folies Nouvelles, who applied to have a seizure of 
her salary, which had been made by a mercer of St. Petersburg, 
removed. She represented that some time ago she was singing 
in St. Petersburg, with great success, and that the Prince de 
Y , a wealthy Russian, paid her great attention. He made 
her many presents, and among them two silk dresses, bought 
for 112 roubles, or 448f., at the shop of a mercer there, whose 
name is Chevalier. ‘he Prince, it appeared, had omitted to 
pay for them, and Chevalier having come to Paris had obtained 
authorisation to seize her salary; but she maintained that the 
seizure was illegal, inasmuch as it was the Prince de Y—— 
who was responsible for the payment of the dresses. Chevalier 
represented that Mdlle. Geraldine alone had ordered the dresses, 
and that it wasto her that he had supplied them. The 
Tribunal decided that the actress must pay the debt, and that 
Chevalier should be authorised to receive two-thirds of her 
salary until she had done so. 
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Legislation of the Dear. 


20 & 21 VICTORLA, 1857.—( Continued.) 


Car. XLI.—An Act to revive and continue an Act to amend the 
Law relating to Loan Societies, 

It deserves remark, in reference to this Act, that the practice 
which has lately obtained, in so many instances, of passing Acts 
of Parliament to be in force only for a temporary period, and, 
on their being about to expire, again prolonging their existence 
for another term—appears to be objectionable, inasmuch as in a 
hurried session there is great danger of their being forgotten ; 
and of inconvenience, and probably litigation, arising in conse- 
quence. In the present instance, the Legislature, in the year 1835, 
sanctioned (by 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 23) the formation of institu- 
tions “ for establishing loan funds for the benefit of the labouring 
classes.” This Act (which was perpetual) was repealed, five years 
after, by 3 & 4 Vict. c. 110; by which “loan societies” were 
authorised eo nomine for a short period, which was successively 
continued (and, lastly, by 16 & 17 Vict. c. 110) until 1st October 
1856, “and to the end of the then next session.” With the 








last session, therefore, of the last Parliament, loan societies 
ceased to be recognised by law ; and we believe there never was 
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an intention to try the experiment any longer. It was, how- 
ever, never contemplated that these societies should be left 
without any provisions under which their affairs should be 
properly wound up; and a short continuing Act, before Easter, 
should have been (but was forgotten to be) passed with this 
object. As it was, between Easter and the 17th August in the 
present year, these societies were in a most anomalous state ; 
and the Act under discussion seeks to remedy this, by continu- 
ing the 3 & 4 Vict. c. 110 till August 1, 1858, and (with refer- 
ence to the hiatus of which we have spoken) by declaring that 
“this Act shall be deemed and taken to have effect from the 
expiration of the time limited for the continuance of the said 
Act hereby continued by the said Act of the 16th & 17th years 
of her Majesty, as fully and effectually to all intents and pur- 
poses as if this Act had actually passed before the expiration of 
the time so limited.” It would not be easy to match this 
specimen of “ parliamentary magic,” while the fact of its neces- 
sity is an amusing satire upon our system of law making. The 
other two sections of the Act under discussion respectively pro- 
vide for the gradual winding up of the affairs of existing 
societies, even after (if necessary) the 1st August, 1858; and 
against the circumstance of the expiration of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 
110, on that date, operating soas to revive any part of 5 & 6 
Will. 4, c. 23, But as to this last provision, it may be observed, 
that, by 13 & 14 Vict. c. 21, “An Act for shortening the 
Language used in Acts of Parliament,” provision was made, 
that, where an Act repealing, in whole or in part, any former 
Act, is itself repealed, such last repeal shall not revive the Act 
or provisions before repealed, unless words of revival be added. 
Now, by the 1st section of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 110, parts of the 5 & 6 

Vill. 4, c. 23, were repealed, and therefore a repeal of 3 & 4 
Vict. would not have revived any such part of 5 & 6 Will. 4. 
It was considered, we suppose, that the provision of 13 & 14 
Vict. would not apply to the expiration of 3 & 4 Vict.; but we 
own to some doubt whether the difficulty presented itself to the 
framer of the Act under discussion. 


Car. XLIII.—An Act to improve the Administration of the Law 
so far as respects Summary Proce:dings before Justices of the 
Pease. 

Although the Act under discussion bears the above general 
title, it appears from its preamble, and an examination of the 
contents, to be aimed exclusively at the subject of appea/s from 
the decisions of magistrates in point of law; and, as to these (in 
those cases to which the Act under discussion applies), to dis- 
pense with the necessity for first appealing to the court of 
quarter sessions; and, further, to give to the Exchequer and 
Common Pleas a share in the jurisdiction as to such cases, 
hitherto enjoyed exclusively by the Queen’s Bench. 

With this view, the Act under discussion enacts (by s. 2), 
that, after the hearing and determination by magistrates of any 
information or complaint which may be determined in a sum- 
mary way, either party to the proceeding, if dissatisfied with 
the determination as being erroneous in point of law, may 
apply in writing, within three days, to the magistrates to state 
and sign a case, setting forth the facts and grounds of determin- 
ation, for the opinion of one of the superior courts of law; and 
that such party (thereinafter called the “appellant’”) shall, within 
three days after receiving such case, transmit the same to the 
court named in the case, first giving notice in writing to the 
other party, (thereinafter called the ‘ respondent.”) 

At the time. of making application for the case, and before 
it is delivered to him, the appellant (by s. 3) must enter into 
a recognisance to prosecute the appeal without delay; to sub- 
mit to the judgment of the superior court; and to pay any costs 
awarded thereby; and must, at the same time, pay the magis- 
trates’ clerk his fees for, and in respect of, the case and recogni- 
sances, and any other fees to which he is entitled—which fees 
(except such as arealready provided for by law) are scheduled to, 
and fixed by, the Act under discussion—pending their ultimate 
ascertainment and regulation as provided for by 11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 43, s. 30—yviz. by the justices themselves (or by the council, 
in case of a borough), under the superintendence and allowance 
of the Home Secretary. After the appellant has entered into 
such recognisances, and paid such fees, he will then, if in cus- 
tody, be liberated ; upon the recognisance being further condi- 
tioned for his appearance to abide the judgment of the 
magistrates within ten days after the judgment of the superior 
court shall have been given, unless the determination appealed 
against be reversed. 

There is, however (by s. 4), a provision enabling the magis- 
trates to refuse a case, if, in their judgment, the application is 
frivolous, on giving the appellant, at his request, a signed 
certificate of such their refusal; but they cannot so refuse a 





case, if the application for it be made to them under the direc- 

tion of the Attorney-General; and (by s. 5) in case of their 

refusal on the ground of frivolity, the Court of Queen’s 

Bench may be moved for a rule, calling oi them to show cause 

why the case should not be stated—by the result of which rule 

they must be governed. 

Such being the provisions as to the case itself, it is further 
enacted (by s. 6) that the superior court named in the case shall 
hear and determine the question; and may reverse, affirm, or 
amend the determination of the magistrates ; or may remit the 
matter to them with the opinion of the Court thereon; or may 
make such other order in relation to the matter, and such orders 
as to costs, as to the Court may seem fit. This last power, how- 
ever, is subject to the qualification that no magistrate is to be 
liable to any costs in respect, or by reason, of the appeal. 

After the decision of the superior court, the magistrates in 
relation to whose determination the case has been stated, or 
others exercising the same jurisdiction, are authorised (by s. 9) 
to enforce any conviction or order affirmed, amended, or made 
by the superior court, as the magistrates originally deciding the 
case might have done, had there been no appeal. 

Other sections of the Act under discussion provide for the 
amendment of the case stated ; for the exercise of the authority 
and jurisdiction of the superior court by a judge of such ‘court 
at chambers, and in vacation as well as term; and for the isste 
of rules and orders by the superior courts, from time to time, as 
occasion shall arise, to regulate the practice and proceedings in 
reference to appeal cases. I t is also declared, that no certiorari 
or other writ shall be required for the removal of any conviction, 
order, or other determination in relation to which a case is 
stated, or for obtaining the judgment or decision of the superior 
court under the Act; and that the Act is to apply to the deter- 
minations of the metropolitan and all other stipendiary magis- 
trates, as well as to other justices of the peace. There is also a 
provision (s. 13) as to enforcing the recognisances, where the 
conditions or any of them are broken, in the same manner as pro- 
vided for by 2 & 3 Vict. c. 71, s. 45, in reference to the Metropo- 
litan Police Courts. And, finally, the right of appeal to the 
Quarter Sessions, which at present exists under the provisions 
of 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, ss. 27 et seq., is taken away from, and 
considered to be abandoned by, any person appealing under the 
provisions of the Act under discussion. The Act does not 
extend to Scotland, but it applies to Ireland; and, in order to 
make it so applicable without further trouble, the inconvenient 
course has been adopted of making an unaccustomed definition of 
the “superior courts of law.” By s. 1, these for England are 
declared to be “the Supreme Courts of Law at Westminster ;” 
but the term “ superior courts of law” is one which has a well- 
known and recognised meaning. ‘The term “supreme courts of 
law” has hitherto not been recognised in England; and will 
now be so, only in reference to the Act under discussion. 

Another blemish in the Act seems to be, that, as far as s, &, 
the provisions refer only to an appeal from a “ determination ;” 
in s. 9, however, as already mentioned, provisions are made for 
the enforcement of ‘‘ any conviction or order ;” while, in s. 10, 
the provision as to certiorari applies to the removal of “ any 
conviction, order, or other determination.” Now, either the 
term “ determination ” ineludes a ‘‘ conviction or order,” or it does 
not. If it does not, then all three should have been mentioned 
in the previous sections; for, any of the three may, it is 
presumed, give rise to an appeal. If it does, then there is no 
occasion for “conviction” or “order” to be mentioned in the 
9th or 10th sections. 

Another point may be raised. By s. 3 certain fees are men- 
tioned (specified in the schedule), the payment of which is a eon- 
dition precedent to the case being delivered to the appellant. One 
of these fees is the sum of two shillings for a certificate of refusal 
of the case. But by s. 4, the justice is bound to sign and deli- 
ver such certificate to the applicant on his request; and nothing 
is said as to the payment of any fee for it. Is it intended that 
the applicant must nevertheless pay the justice-clerk before he 
can claim the certificate? If so, it should have been so stated 
in express terms; and the rather, because the person making 
application for a case on a frivolous ground is the very person 
to object to pay the clerk his fee for the certiticate of refusal. 
Moreover, how is the magistrate to recover against a pauper 
applicant the expenses. of a rule discharged with costs? The 
recognisance mentioned in s. 3 applies only to the delivery of a 
case. 

Car. XLVIIL—<An Act to make better Provision for the Care and 
Education of vagrant, destitute, and disorderly Children, and 
Jor the Extension of Industrial Schools. 

The following is a general account of the provisions of this 








874 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER.  Ocr. 10, 1857. 








Act, which is an experiment, for the first time, as to how far 
these institutions can be made available for the purpose of 
enforcing the responsibility of parents to provide for the proper 
care of their children. 

§iThe Education Committee of the Privy Council may, 
upon application from the managers of any school in which in- 
dustrial training is provided, and in which children are fed as 
well as taught, direct an examination to be made as to its con- 
ditions and regulations; and if, upon the report of the Examiner, 
the committee are satisfied therewith, they may grant a certifi- 
cate constituting such school a “certified industrial school ” 
within the meaning of the Act under discussion ; and when any 
child above the age of seven, and under that of fourteen, is 
taken into custody on a charge of vagrancy under any Act, 
any two justices may make inquiry into the matter, and 
may, on conviction of the child, deliver him up to his parent, 
guardian, or nearest adult relative, on his giving an assurance 
in writing that he will be responsible for the good behaviour of 
the child for any period not exceeding twelve months; and, in 
default of such assurance, may order the child to be sent, for 
such period as they may think necessary for his educa- 
tion and training, to any certified industrial school, the 
managers of which shall be willing to receive him. The parent, 
also, may be ordered by the justices, at their discretion, 
to pay the managers a weekly sum, not exceeding three 
shillings, until the child attains the age of fifteen, or is dis- 
charged; but it is provided, that, after that age, no person 
shall be detained in any such school against his consent. And 
this statute further enacts, that the guardians of any union or 
parish wherein relief to the poor is administered by a board of 
guardians, may, if they deem proper (with consent of the Poor- 
law Board), contract with the managers of any such school 
for the maintenance and education of any pauper child, 
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Recent Decisions in Chancery, 


Winvinc-up Jornt-Stock CompANy—ConTRACT BY 
Drrecror INTERESTED. 
Sea Fire Life Insurance v. The Port of London Shipowners’ 
Loan and Insurance Company, Ho. of Lords, Aug. 15, 1857. 





The facts of this case, which were not very numerous or 
complicated, may be shortly stated as follows:—The re- 
spondents’ company, being in a state of insolvency, assigned its 
business to the appellants—the latter company having been 
started by the managing officer of the former, for the purpose of 
effectuating the transfer. There was no power in the deed of 
settlement of the Port of London Company enabling the di- 
rectors to enter into such a contract; but the deed of the other 
company, having been shaped expressly with a view to the 
transaction, contained a clause empowering the directors of that 
company to purchase the business of any insurance company, 
and generally to enter into such acontract as formed the subject- 
matter of the present litigation. The deed of assignment was 
executed by two directors of the Sea Fire Society, but there was 
no sufficient evidence of its execution by the other company. 
Both were registered under the 7 & 8 Vict. c, 110, and sub- 
sequently were ordered to be wound up, when the official 
manager of the Port of London Company carried in a claim 
under the deed of assignment, and a covenant of indemnity 
therein contained, against the Sea Fire Society. The Master 
(Tinney) dismissed the elaim on the ground that the directors 
of the Port of London Company had no power to enter into the 
contract without the sanction of a general meeting of their 
shareholders, which had not taken place; and because there 
had been no meeting of the directors specially summoned, as 
the provisions of the company’s deed of settlement required, 
before entering into such a contract as the disposal and transfer 
of the company’s business. V. C. Stwart affirmed this decision 
(see 2 W. R. 389); but, upon appeal, the Lords Justices 
reversed his Honour’s decree, and allowed the claim for indem- 
nity, upon the principle, that, there being no proof of fraud in 
the parties who effected the transfer, and the transferees having 
entered upon the business, the Court would make every reason- 
able presumption in favour of the validity of the transaction. 
The decision of the House of Lords, reversing the decree of the 
Lords Justices, went upon a point which had not been raised in 
either of the Courts below; yet the Lord Chancellor carefully 
abstained from indorsing the doctrine of presumption enunciated 
by the Lords Justices. The new point raised before the Lords 
was this: it was necessary, under the provisions of the deed of 
the Sea Fire Society, that three directors should be present to 





constitute a board meeting, and to exercise the authority thereby 
conferred upon the directors generally. Two had signed the deed 
of assignment, which would be suflicient if three had been 
present at the board meeting, when the two directors had signed, 
The evidence supporting the validity of the deed was, that a Mr, 
Collingridge, who was the promoter and managing director of 
both companies, was the third director present—a circum- 
stance which passed unnoticed in the Court below, but which 
decided the case when before the House of Lords. Both com- 
panies, as we have already mentioned, were registered under the 
Joint-Stock Companies Registration Act; they were, therefore, 
liable to all its provisions; of which all parties dealing with 
either of them were bound to take notice. By the 29th section, 
if any director is directly or indirectly interested in any con- 
tract proposed to be made by or on behalf of the company, 
during the time of his directorship, he is precluded from voting 
as a director on the subject of such contract; and if 
a director is interested in such a contract, except it be 
in the ordinary course of business, it is to be submitted 
to the shareholders as therein provided; and no such contract 
is to have force until confirmed by a majority of the share- 
holders. The third director, who was alleged to be present at 
the execution of the deed of assignment, being a person inter- 
ested in the contract, and it never having been ratified by a 
meeting of shareholders, the whole transaction was held by the 
House of Lords to be void, under the combined operation of the 
Act and the clause in the deed of settlement. Indeed, the Lord 
Chancellor seems to have considered that it would have been 
void even without the clause in the company’s deed requiring 
the presence of three directors at a board meeting—“ It appears 
to me to be perfectly clear,” said his Lordship, “ that there can 
be no remedy, either at law or in equity, against a company 
upon any contract entered into in which a director of the com- 
pany was a party, and in which he was interested, unless the 
terms of the 29th section have been complied with... Sup- 
posing Collingridge was present, he would be a party interested; 
and, being a party interested, it would not be competent to him, 
by his presence, to give validity to the transaction; and not 
only would it not be competent to him to give validity to it, 
but the transaction would be altogether invalid—a director 
interested having .been a party—until the matter had been 
brought before a general meeting, and approved.” Lord Wens- 
leydale, the only other legal peer present during the argument of 
the case, fully concurred in this view. 

In delivering judgment, Lord Wensleydale insisted, at some 
length, that the deed of settlement of a company registered 
under the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110 is notice to all the world of the 
provisions which it contains. As the point has never been de- 
finitively settled, though it has very often turned up in argu- 
ment, and, moreover, as it is one of great importance, we give 
his Lordship’s own words :—‘ The Legislature,” he says, “ de- 
vised the plan of incorporating these (joint-stock) companies 
in a manner unknown to the common law, with special powers 
of management and liabilities; providing at the same time that 
all the world should have notice who were the persons autho- 
rised to bind all the shareholders, by requiring the partnership- 
deed to be registered, certified by the directors, and acces- 
sible to all; and besides, including some clauses as to the 
managers in the Act 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, ss. 7, &c. All persons, 
therefore, must take notice of the deed and of the provisions of 
the Act. If they do not choose to acquaint themselves with 
the powers of the directors, it is their own fault; and if they 
give credit to any unauthorised persons, they must be contented 
to look to them only, and not to the company at large. The 
stipulations of the deed, which restrict and regulate their autho- 
rity, oblige those who deal with the company ; and the directors 
can make no contract so as to bind the whole body of share- 
holders, for whose protection the rules are made, unless they 
are strictly complied with.” It is a curious circumstance, that 
the same question—viz. whether a company’s deed of settle- 
ment is notice of all its provisions to parties contracting with 
the company—was very largely discussed in a case which also 
arose under the winding up of the Sea Fire Company (Grreen- 
wood’s case, 2 W. R. 210; S. C. on appeal, Id. 822). The short 
question there was—whether, under the provisions of this Act, 
shareholders in a company could limit their liability to creditors 
by stipulations in the deed of settlement. V. C. Stuart decided 
in the affirmative, substantially upon the grounds stated by 
Lord Wensleydale. ‘The deed,” said his Honour, “ was regis- 
tered under the Act of Parliament in order that every person 
dealing with the company should have the means of becoming 
acquainted with these and the other stipulations which it con- 
tained; and, having the means of acquiring the knowledge of 
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such important matters, the law of notice, founded in this re- 
spect on a plain principle of justice, requires that they should 
not be allowed, on the footing of ignorance of these stipulations, 
to make the shareholders’ separate property liable to the demands 
from which it was agreed they should be exempt. . . . No 
judge could properly make an order extending the liability 
without having regard to the stipulations of the registered deed 
and the terms of the contract under which the creditor claimed.” 
The principle of the Vice-Chancellor’s judgment, and also of 
Lord Wensleydale’s observations, in the present case, is the same 
—viz. that partnership is only a species of agency; that the 
directors of a joint-stock company are special agents; and that 
persons dealing with them had express notice of the powers and 
authorities of the directors, which were defined by the statute 
and the deed of settlement. Greenwood’s case, however, having 
been carried to the full Court of Appeal, the Vice-Chancellor’s 
decision was reversed; and though it was not necessary to re- 
verse it upon the grounds stated above, the Lord Chancellor and 
L. J. Turner distinctly repudiated the doctrine on which his 
Honour founded his judgment. The Lord Chancellor did not pro- 
ceed upon any distinction between joint-stock companies and ordi- 
nary partnerships; but was of opinion that the Vice-Chancellor’s 
interpretation of the law militated against the acknowledged prin- 
ciples of the general law of partnership, as understood in this coun- 
try; in short, that ordinary partners cannot restrict their liability 
to persons dealing with them, by a notice that none of the part- 
ners will be liable beyond a certain amount (see 2 W. R. 
323). It is fairly questionable, however, upon the authorities, 
whether his Lordship has not here overstated their effect. 
Gallway v. Smithson (10 East, 264), and other cases, might be 
referred to as express authorities that a partner may restrict his 
liability by notice ; and, indeed, in all such cases, the main dif- 
ficulty has been, not to substantiate this principle, but to prove 
the fact of notice. Where that can be easily proved in refer- 
ence to all the dealings of the partnership, as in the case of 
insurance societies, in which every contract for insurance is in 
writing, the practice of inserting a clause restricting the liability 
of the company to the amount of its assets is quite common, 
and its legality has never been questioned. We admit, how- 
ever, that such cases are very different-from those in which the 
knowledge of the contracting parties as to the provisions of 
deeds of settlement often is merely implied; though the Lord 
Chancellor did not appear to consider the distinction important 
for the purpose of the argument. If partnership is not a 
modification of agency, and if the power of a partner to bind 
his copartner is not merely an implication arising out of such 
assumed agency, probably it would be difficult to show how 
the copartner could restrict his liability by any notice whatever 
—no matter how direct and express; but if the contrary of 
these propositions be good law, the difficulty vanishes, and the 
presumption of agency may be always rebutted. If one may 
assume anything in favour of directors of joint-stock companies, 
it may be fair to assume that generally they propose to engage 
only in contracts within their power on behalf of their com- 
pany; but the question remains, whether the other contracting 
parties, being aware that they may immediately inform them- 
selves accurately of the powers and authorities of the directors 
to bind the company, are not to be affected with notice of all 
the information which they might have so acquired? In The 
Caledonian, §c., Railway Company v. The Helensburgh Harbour 
Trustees (4 W. R. 671) the Lord Chancellor, speaking of com- 
panies incorporated by Act of Parliament, laid down the rule 
that the Act of Parliament which incorporates such companies 
is the charter which prescribes their duties and declares their 
rights; and that all persons becoming shareholders are entitled 
to all the benefits held out by the Act, and liable to no obliga- 
tions beyond those which are there indicated. There appears to 
be no reason why the rule thus applied to corporations created 
by Parliament, should not be applicable to the quasi corpora- 
tions constituted under the Joint-Stock Companies Registration 
Act. Every one knows, that, as a matter of practice, few 
persons dealing with joint-stock companies trouble themselves 
with a preliminary perusal of the Act which regulates all 
such bodies, or of the deed of settlement of the particular 
company; and further, that, even if they did, it would not 
always be easy to discover what were the rights and liabilities 
of the shareholders, or the powers of the directors to bind them ; 
but the same remark applies to companies incorporated by Act 
of Parliament, and it is not the policy of our law in any 
case to put persons, who purposely or negligently abstain 
from inquiry, in a better position than those who have 
taken care to inform themselves. Moreover, if directors 
are the special agents of shareholders, and parties pro- 





posing to deal with them may always inform themselves of 
the extent of the agents’ authority, it seems reasonable that 
they should do so, or refrain from inquiry at their own risk. If 
the nature and extent of the authority is ambiguous or uncer- 
tain, its natural effect would be to deter persons from dealing, 
and thus to make it the interest of shareholders to frame their 
deeds in an intelligible manner. 

Lord Wensleydale’s dicta in the present case will no doubt 
have the effect of reviving the question which was considered to 
be settled in the negative by Greenwood’s case—viz. whether 
a joint-stock company’s deed of settlement is notice of all its 
provisions to persons dealing with the company; and we cannot 
help thinking—notwithstanding the disposition of the Courts in 
recent times to limit the doctrine of constructive notice—that 
ultimately the affirmation of the proposition will be held to be 
good law. 

PracticE—Excerrions—38tTH ORDER or AuGust, 1841. 

Wright v. Chard, 5 W. R. 857. 

In a notice of the case of Bates v. Christ’s College (ante, p. 
290) we collected the authorities on the interpretation of the 
38th Order of August, 1841, by which defendants are allowed 
to decline answering a particular interrogatory, or part of an 
interrogatory, though they may have answered the rest of the 
bill. The result of the cases was, that a defendant could avail 
himself of this privilege of declining to answer only where the 
particular interrogatory, as distinguished from the bill gene- 
rally, was demurrable; and that in cases where either the 
whole bill was demurrable, or where any section of the relief 
prayed was open to a demurrer, the defendant, if he answered 
at all, must answer fully, and could not avail himself of the 
indulgence granted by the Order in question. This last point 
was so held by the Lords Justices, affirming V. C. Stuart, 
though not without hesitation on the part of L. J. Turner. 
The case of Wright v. Chard, before V. C. Kindersley, affords 
another illustration of the same doctrine. There the plaintiff 
claimed certain property which had been, as he alleged, 
improperly retained by certain trustees for the defend- 
ant, Emily Vernon, a married woman, and paid over to 
her and her husband. As part of the relief prayed,* it was 
asked that the married woman’s separate estate should be 
made answerable. One of the interrogatories was as to the par- 
ticulars of Mrs. Vernon’s separate estate, and she declined to 
answer, on the alleged ground of immateriality. There is no 
doubt, that, if the inquiry had been immaterial, the refusal to 
answer would have been justified by the 38th Order of August, 
1841; but the Vice-Chancellor held, that, relief being asked 
against the separate estate, it followed, that, if there was any 
right against that property, there was a right to the discovery. 
The interrogatory was, therefore, not irrelevant. At the same 
time, his Honour was of opinion that the allegations of the bill 
were insufficient to support the relief prayed, or, at least, so 
much of it as related to the separate estate. The bill, therefore, 
would have been open to a general or partial demurrer. Never- 
theless, the defendant, not having demurred, was not permitted 
to refuse an answer to part of the interrogatories, the Vice- 
Chancellor very strongly expressing the same view of the Order 
which had been taken by L. J. Knight Bruce and V. C. Stuart, 
in the case of Bates v. Christ's College. 


——_——---~>----- 


Metropolitan and Probincial Law 
Association, 





The Annual Provincial Meeting of members of this Association 
was commenced on Thursday, at noon, in the Mayor’s parlour, 
Town Hall, Manchester. Mr. W. S. Cookson, of London, 
Chairman of the Association, presided; and there was a nu- 
merous attendance, amongst the members present being, Messrs. 
W. Shaen, Secretary, C. J. Manning, Assistant Secretary, and 
W. H. Partington (Northern Circuit), Honorary Secretary of 
the Association ; Messrs. J. Anderton, J. Clabon, E. Benham, and 
R. A. Parker, London; Stephen Heelis, Esq., Mayor of Salford ; 
W. G. Moss, Esq., Mayor of Hull; Messrs. James Crossley, 
President, James Street, Treasurer, and F. Marriott, Honorary 
Secretary, of the Manchester Law Association; Mr. 'T. Hodgson, 
President, York Society; Mr. A. Cox, President, and Mr. J. 
Burrop, Honorary Secretary, Gloucestershire Society ; Mr. C. 
G. Heaven, President, Bristol Society ; Mr. James Radford, 
President, Newcastle-on-Tyne Society, and Mr. John Clayton, 
Towr Clerk of Newcastle; Messrs. John Bagshawe, R. Worthing- 
ton, John Barlow, Samuel Fletcher, T. P. Bunting, Joseph 
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Janion, J. F. Beever, C. Gibson (Town Clerk of Salford), and 
Thomas Baker, Manchester; Messrs. R. A. Payne, William 
Radcliffe, — Hague, and Joseph Russell, Liverpool; H. 8. 
Wasbrough, Bristol; R. R. Dees and James Radcliffe, New- 
castle-on-Tyne; W. Beamont, Warrington; J. H. Shaw and 
R. Barr, Leeds; F. Baker, Derby; W. 8S. Allen and B. 
Chesshire, Birmingham; T. Coombs, Dorchester; T. L. Rush- 
ton and J. Watkins, Bolton; T. Nicks, Warwick, &c. There 
were also present some gentlemen connected with the profession, 
but who are not members of the Association, a general invita- 
tion to such having been given by advertisement. After Mr. 
W. Suarn, Secretary, had read the circular convening the 
meeting, and had stated the proposed order of the proceedings, 
The CHAIRMAN said, he was most anxious to express the 
obligation under which he thought that they must all feel 
for the kind attention they had received from the Mayor and 
Corporation, and from the Manchester Law Society. To the 
Corporation they were indebted for so commodious and con- 
venient a place of meeting, and for other things; while to the 
Society they owed the very many conveniences and arrange- 
ments which all must appreciate. Everything seemed to have 
been done to secure their comfort during the time they were 
to stay in Manchester. The Chairman then proceeded to read 
his opeaing address; of which, from its nature, we can only 
give the briefest outline. He described the origin of the Law 
Institution, and its incorporation as the Incorporated Law 
Society ; bringing with it onerous duties for the general benefit 
of the profession, but which still led to its coming to be regarded 
as practically a Metropolitan Association, and as not having 
accomplished all that was desired, and might have reasonably 
been expected from it, Until this year, the Council had been 
composed of London solicitors; but now, Mr. John Hope Shaw, 
of Leeds, had been elected in the place of Mr. Bryan Ifolme. 
Still the Council had never manifested any preference for town 
over country interests; and it was impossible to look back, 
and dispassionately review what had been done, without feeling 
that the Incorporated Society had rendered excellent service to 
the profession. The Chairman next traced the growth of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Association, out of the suggestion 
for a union of Provincial Societies, which was first made at the 
meeting of the Yorkshire Law Society, in March, 1844. The 
promoters of the amalgamation had not only never seen cause 
to regret what they did, but they had become more and more 
convinced that the principle was a sound, good, and beneficial 
one. The Law Times published bodings of the failure of the 
Association; but the first Report, published in January, 
1848, showed that the Editor did not comprehend the Catho- 
lic principle on which it was founded. That the profes- 
sion and the public had derived real and substantial advan- 
tages during the ten years that had since elapsed, could 
not be doubted. The Managing Committee had always 
been composed of members selected from leading London and 
country solicitors, the latter largely predominating in number, 
as they did in regard to the actual number of members of the 
Association; and the annual aggregate meetings, springing from 
a very happy idea, had resulted in more friendly communica- 
tion between members of the profession, and mutual good to 
themselves and to the public. He was strongly convinced, as a 
result of the discussions that had taken place, that there was 
but one common interest in the improvements that had been 
advocated ; that there was nothing further from the minds of 
any of the members than the notion that the London and the 
country solicitors were divided into classes, entertaining differ- 
ent views as to their interests; that there was nothing like 
jealousy between them; that the Committee had never mani- 
fested any leaning towards town interests, as opposed to country 
interests ; and that the Committee possessed, as they deserved 
to do, the entire confidence of the Association. The Chairman 
then gave a narrative (including many extracts from articles in 
the Law Times, letters to the Editor from the Secretary of the 
Association, extracts from official documents, &c.) of what had 
occurred between the Editor and the Society since the meeting 
in Liverpool, last year, at the conclusion of which it was resolved 
to take steps to form a company for the establishment of a 
paper to represent the views and interests of solicitors as a body. 
He pointed out that the Editor had chosen, incorrectly, to desig- 
nate as “the seven agencies” or ‘‘ agency houses” those gen- 
tlemen who, residing in London, had signed certain necessary 
documents as a matter of convenience; and that the Editor in 
the same way treated those gentlemen as being the promoters of 
the paper, although he must have known that such was not the 
case, and that some leading provincial solicitors were connected 
with the direction. The Chairman denied, totally, that there 





was, or ever had been, any intention of setting up a paper to 
serve the purposes of the “agency houses ;” and he appealed to 
the correspondence, published and otherwise, in proof of the 
correctness of his statement, that, after giving a challenge pub- 
licly, which was as publicly accepted, the Editor had, up to the 
present time, avoided the investigation which he himself sug- 
gested. The Managing Committee (the Chairman said) had 
been and were ready to prove the fallacy of all the charges 
made against them and the Society by the Editor of the Law 
Times. 

Mr. J. H. Saw said, that, having been referred to by name 
in the Law Times, and by the chairman in his address, he felt 
bound to state, that—having been unfortunately prevented from 
taking an active share in the deliberations and labours of the 
Committee—he cordially approved of all the Committee had 
done (Applause). If there was any blame attaching, he 
claimed his full share; but of any merit he felt that none could 
be attributed to him. The Committee had been under the 
necessity, disagreeable and even somewhat humiliating though 
it was, of vindicating themselves from the charges made; and 
all who had heard, or might read, the Chairman’s address, must, 
he (Mr. Shaw) thought, conclude that a complete refutation had 
been given to those charges. The Editor of the Law Times, 
some years ago, gave him (Mr. Shaw) the wholly unmerited 
credit of being the founder of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association ; in fact, no one individual could have formed 
such an Association; and he only laboured towards it, amongst 
many other gentlemen in various parts of the country. But he 
certainly could claim a larger share of the paternity of the 
society than belonged to the Editor of the Law Times— 
(laughter)—who seemed this year to have discovered that to 
him belonged the honour of originating the Society ; for he 
(Mr. Shaw) had yet to learn that the Editor assisted in any 
way. He (Mr. Shaw) had no sympathy with the idea that the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Association ought now to merge in 
the Incorporated Society. He was happy to know that the two 
had co-operated for good; but each had its appropriate sphere 
of action; and it was for the interest of the whole profession 
that the two should be kept, not only separate, but in a high 
state of efficiency. He held, and should continue to hold, as 
the worst enemy of the profession, any man who—whatever his 
motives—attempted to sow jealousies between the Metropolitan 
and the Provincial Associations (Applause). The Editor of the 
Law Times said that there was an attempt made to destroy 
that paper. He (Mr. Shaw) had yet to learn that any man 
had a right to complain of others entering into competition 
in a fivid that by law and practice was equally open to all 
(Hear, hear). He had astrong feeling, and so had many others, 
that there should be a journal under the special management of 
members of their own body; not under any, but perfectly inde- 
pendent of every, law association or society—(hear, hear)—and 
which would comment freely, for censure or for commendation, 
upon the conduct of all such associations (Hear, hear). Did 
they, therefore, want to destroy the Law Times? That de- 
pended entirely upon the course which that paper might take. 
If the Editor sought to destroy the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Association—to set the metropolis and the country against each 
other—then there would be an interest in destroying the Law 
Times—only that he hoped the Editor would by such a course 
himself effectually destroy the paper (‘‘ Hear, hear,” and 
laughter). But if the Editor would strive to support the in- 
terests of the profession, then, although he (Mr. Shaw) was not 
an admirer of the paper, he should cordially rejoice in its 
prosperity. 

Mr. E. W. Fireirp (London) strongly condemned the course 
adopted by the Law Times. It was high time (he said) that 
they should disown a journal which habitually held out to the 
public such motives as it attributed to the profession, as being 
those that actuated, or could actuate, any body of honourable 
men (Applause). 

Mr. H. Ricuarpson (Leeds) thought that, in justice, the 
matter could not be left where it stood. He should, therefore, 
move— , 

That the attacks made by the Law Times upon the Council of the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Law Association have not, in any degree, weakened 
the confidence of the members of the Association; but that that confi- 
dence still continues undiminished and in full foree. 

(Applause). 

Mr. Payne (Liverpool) seconded the motion; and, being put 
by Mr. Ricirarpson, it was agreed to unanimously, and with 
loud applause. 

The CuarrMAn acknowledged the vote, 

Mr. SuAEN said, that, though some gentlemen seemed to think 
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that the Committee us taal nai avoided this subject, he was con- 
vinced of the necessity of referring to it, by his recent visit to 
eight or ten large towns between London and Manchester, 
where he found much misapprehension existing. 

Mr. James ANpERTON (London) thought that a great deal too 
much had been made of the Law Times and its attacks (“* Hear, 
hear,” and laughter). He would have treated it and them with 
silent contempt. The character of the members of the Council 
was too well known for the Editor of the Law Times, or any one 
else, to make any impression against them amongst the profes- 
sion (“‘ Hear, hear,” and loud applause). 

Mr. GrorcE THorey said, he differed from Mr. Anderton ; 
for even in Manchester much misapprehension existed, especially 
amongst the younger members of the profession. He knew that 
the Manchester Society had always received the most cordial 
co-operation from thefr metropolitan brethren. Upon the 
Registration Bill—which, if ever there was such a thing, might 
be said to be peculiarly interesting to London—the Chairman 
and others gave most valuable assistance while the matter was 
before the House of Lords. With regard to the Chancery of 
Lancashire, they had been told here, “ You will find that Lon- 
don men will not like it.” But Mr. Field, who presided at a 
meeting on the subject held in London, said, in the most manly 
and straightforward manner, “ Tell your friends in Lancashire 
we will to the utmost aid them. They havea full right to have 
their own Court, and to make the best of it they can. I only 
ask, that you will, in return, aid us in the reforms we think 
should be made in the Courts of Chancery.” Such had always 
been their experience of the Manchester Society, in their deal- 
ings with their brethren in the metropolis.—After a little further 
conversation, 

The CHatrman said, that the next business would be to 
decide as to the place of meeting next year. There was an 
invitation from Newcastle-on-Tyne, and another from Bristol. 

Mr. C. G. Heaven, Vice-President of the Bristol Society 
(who attended with the Secretary), presented the invitation from 
that city, and moved that it be accepted; the motion being 
seconded by Mr. ANDERTON. 

Mr. Lampert, President of the Newcastle and Gateshead 
Society, offered the invitation from Newcastle, and moved that 
it be accepted; and Mr. CLayron (a member of the Society 
just named) seconded the motion. 

Mr. W. Morean (Birmingham) supported Bristol ; and 

The Citamman said, that, after some consideration, the Ma- 
naging Committee wished to have the opinion of the meeting 
upon the question. Their leaning was towards Bristol for next 
year; mainly for the reason that they wished to visit, and 
to receive support from all parts of the country, and hitherto 
their meetings had been north of London. 

In reply to Mr. Moss (the Mayor of Hull), Mr. Siaew said, 
he believed that the number of members of the Society must 
be considered as being less than 900; and 

Mr. Moss then contended, that, there being about 10,000 
professional men in the country, it was wise to notice the misre- 
presentations with regard to the Association, and to labour to® 
extend the sphere of its action. He should like to see the 
motion for meeting in Bristol adopted; and the best weleome 
their friends could offer the Association there would be a large 
number of members gathered from the city and neighbourhood 
(Applause). 

The Cuamman hoped that their Newcastle friends would 
renew their invitation next year—(hear, hear)—if Bristol should 
be chosen now. 

Mr. CLAyton said, he and his friends felt, that, after what 
had passed, it would be advisable not to divide the meeting; 
but at once to concede to Bristol the disagreeable advantage 
of immediate comparison with Manchester (Loud laughter). 
The motion in favour of meeting at Bristol next year was 
unanimously adopted. 

Messrs. Anderion, Shaw, and Banner, who were last year 
appointed to draw up rules, &c., for an institution for the relief 
of decayed attorneys, solicitors, and proctors, and their widows, 
presented their Report; Mr. Banner stating that they had 
confined their attention to rules ind regulations for the general 
purposes of the institution, leaving minutia to be settled by the 
directors to be hereafter appointed. Mr. Banner read the rules ; 
and upon the motion of SrepHEN HEE ts, Esq., Mayor of 
Salford, seconded by Mr. ANpER'roON, it was ordered that the 


Report be reccived, and that the consideration of the same be 
adjourned. 

In reply to a question, the CuarrMAN said that the precise 
time for the next meeting would be settled by the Committee, 
after conferring with the Bristol Society. 











Mr. James CrossLEy - (President of the Manchester Law 
Association) moyed a vote of thanks to Mr. Cookson for his 
able address, and for presiding. He (Mr. Crossley) approved 
of placing upon record a satisfactory refutation of the charges 
that had been alluded to (Hear, hear). As to their metro- 
politan brethren, he never met an individual who had worked 
with them, or who had been connected with them in the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Association, who had any other than the 
highest confidence in their honour and their freedom from all 
selfish and exclusive views (Hear, hear). 

Mr. TayLor (St. Helens) seconded the motion; which was 
carried, and was briefly acknowledged by Mr. Cookson. 

This concluded the business of the first meeting, at a quarter- 
past two; and the members of the Association proceeded to the 
Queen’s Hotel to partake of luncheon with the Manchester 
Law Society. Afterwards most of the visitors proceeded to 
the Art Treasures Exhibition; and, in the evening, many of 
them dined by invitation with Sir James Watts, the Mayor, 
at Abney Hall.—The Association meets again at ten o'clock 
this (Friday) morning, at the Town Hall, for the reading and 
discussing of papers, and for other business, In the evening, 
the non-resident members are invited to be the guests of the 
Manchester Law Association, at the annual dinner, to be given 
at the Albion Hotel. 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
(Continued Jrom page 863.) 


VIIL. Malpractice Cases and Encroachments on Professional 
Privileges. 

During the last twelve months the Council have had under 
their consideration several complaints of malpractice by attor- 
neys and solicitors, the circumstances of which they investigated. 
As to some of them. it did not appear that they were proper 
subjects for proceedings, or the evidence in support of the 
complaint was deemed insufficient. In five cases the complaints 
were brought before the court, and in four of them the attorneys 
were struck off the rolls; the fifth is pending before the Master, 
and others remain for further investigation. 

In the case of attorneys practising without certificates, the 
prosecution for penalties must he conducted by the solicitor of 
Inland Revenue; but the Council, on being furnished with a 
statement of the evidence, usually authorise the secretary to 
bring the complaint before the commissioners. 

The Poor-law Board having requested the opinions of the 
Council on a bill of costs and charges for the removal of a 
pauper, made by a clerk to the magistrates,’ not an attorney, 
the Council investigated the matter, and pointed out the items 
which it appeared to them could be charged only by an attorney. 
It is trusted that appointments to offices which require a 
considerable amount of legal knowledge and experience, should 
be confined to members of the profession who are regularly 
qualified and admitted on the rolls of the superior courts, and 
which courts are empowered to correct any irregularity, mis- 
conduct, or extortion. 

A complaint was brought to the notice of the Council regarding 
the conduct of a member of the bar, who, on behalf of a large 
landed proprietor, was in the habit of preparing numerous leases, 
and having them ingrossed and executed, for a specific charge 
paid by the tenants. It appeared on investigation, that the 
fees paid by the lessees for those leases (with the exception of 
the fees paid to the surveyor for the plans) were received for 

the use of the barrister; and the Council were of opinion that 

he was not justified in preparing, ingrossing, and obtaining 
the execution of leases, for necuniary remuneration; and that, 
in pursuing the course of which complaint had been made to 
the society, he had infringed upon the privileges of certificated 
conveyancers and solicitors. 

On the remonstrance of the Council against this practice, 
the gentleman complained of explained the circumstances in 
which it originated, and by which he sought to justify it; but 
he at once acquiesced in the opinion expressed by the Council, 
and very handsomely discontinued the practice. 


IX. Registration of Attorneys, Re-admission, and Renewal of 
Certificates. 

The applications for renewal of certificates have been numer- 
ous in each term. The affidavits in support thereof have been 
considered, and in several instances, where the parties had 
ceased to practise for several years, an examination has been 








————. 





suggested to the judges, prior to the renewal of their certificates, 
and orders have almost always been accordingly made for that 
purpose. ; 

In one of the cases, an attorney who had been suspended 
from practice for two years, at the instance of the Society, was 
allowed to renew his certificate on the production of satisfactory 
testimonials of subsequent good conduct. In another, where 
the attorney had been struck off the roll for an alleged improper 
interference in a criminal prosecution, but had for several years 
subsequently established an unexceptionable character, and was 
offered a partnership in a respectable firm of solicitors, the 
Council felt justified in merely seeing that the facts were 
brought before the Court, and making no opposition to the 
application for re-admission. 

Applications have also been considered for the renewal of 
certificates without the usual notice, upon the parties entering 
into partnership or other urgent occasions; and these cases have 
been strictly investigated, and testimonials required of the 
respectability of the applicants. 

In other instances where the applicants had practised exten- 
sively for several years in defiance of the stamp laws, it was 
considered that the renewal of the certificates should be opposed, 
and that it was not suflicient to pay the arrears, without a 
substantial fine ; and this has accordingly been done, 

In one of this class of cases, the facts relating to which were 
communicated by one of the Provincial Law Societies, an 
uncertificated attorney had practised in the name of another 
attorney who had left the country. By the 22nd section of the 
6 & 7 Vict. ¢. 73, attorneys are prohibited from permitting 
their names to be used upon the account or fur the profit of 
an unqualified person. The agreement between the persons 
complained of showed that the uncertificated attorney was really 
participating in the profits of the business conducted in the 
other's name. In the absence, however, of any proof of mal- 
practice in the name of the attorney in question, the judge 
granted an order upon payment of the arrears of duty. 

In some instances applications have been made by members 
of the bar, who formerly practised as attorneys, to be re-admitted 
on the roll; and these gentlemen having been disbarred, and 
the affidavits being deemed satisfactory, no opposition has been 
made to their re-admission. 


X. The Affairs of the Society. 


The additional Buildings on the South Side of the Hall.—The 
designs for these buildings having been placed in the Hall last 
year for the inspection of the members, some few improvements 
have been suggested, and the works are now in a forward state; 
and it is expected that the new strong rooms in the basement, 
the offices on the ground floor, and the additional arbitration 
rooms, will be available for the purposes of business, if not 
finally completed, by Michaelmas Term next. The present 
offices of the secretary and clerks, which are intended for the 
general use of the members as conference or waiting rooms, 
will also be available for reading the newspapers on the lecture 
evenings, when the hall is occupied. 

Sale of Vacant Ground.—As reported last year, the remaining 
old houses belonging to the Society on the south side of the new 
building were in a dilapidated state, and part of them were 
last autumn condemned as dangerous by the Commissioners, 
and necessarily pulled down. The ground being vacant, and 
the new buildings now in progress being evidently sufficient 
for the purposes of the Society, the Council proposed to carry 
into effect the resolution of the special general meeting at the 
time of the purchase of the property in 1847, by which they 
were authorised to dispose of so much of the land as should 
not be required; and accordingly they entered into a contract 
with the Directois of the Law Fire Insurance Society to sell the 
remaining ground for the sum of £6,700. This amount largely 
exceeds the original purchase money of that portion of the 
property ; while the Society has been burdened with consider- 
able expense for nine years in the repairs of the houses, and 
the rents received have been very moderate. The purchase 
was completed on the 4th inst., and the amount paid over to 
the bankers of the Society. 

The accounts of the Society for the past year have been 
audited as usual, and placed for inspection in the Secretary’s 
Office. The receipts for the year 1856, for entrance fees and 
subscriptions of members, subscriptions to the lectures and 
li’ rary, examination and registration fees, and rents of property, 
anounted to 6,662/. 11s. 2d.; and the payments for interest 
on loans, repairs, rates, taxes, salaries, law and other expenses, 
to 5,848/. 3s. 8d. The surplus income over expenditure amounted 
therefore to 1,314/. 7s. 6d., out of which part of the loan account 


878 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 10, 1857. 





was reduced, and in the present year payments have been made 
to the contractors for the new building. 

The library is now increased to nearly 13,000 volumes, 
including a large number of old, and some scarce works, which 
have been contributed by Messrs. Farrer & Co., Messrs. Few & Co., 
and the Law Society Club. 

The Council would renew their suggestion, that the members 
of the Society should look over their collections of old works, 
and forward a list of such as they can conveniently spare, in 
order that a selection may be made to supply the defects in the 
Society’s collection, where they will be arranged, and of easy 
access in case they are ever required. The new wing of the 
library will afford space for some years to come. The Council 
are glad to report that they have received from the Commis- 
sioners of Patents several volumes of their publications ; and 
80 soon as arrangements can be made, a complete collection of 
several hundred volumes will be deposited for reference in the 
Society’s Library. The Society has also been favoured by the 
authors with donations of several valuable works. Several 
solicitors engaged in local, personal, and private Acts have 
presented copies, and others are invited to assist from time to 
time in completing this department of the Library. 

The Lectures delivered in the hall since the last annual meet- 
ing have been as follow:—A second course on Equity and 
Bankruptcy, by Mr. Humphry; a second course on Common 
Law and Criminal Law, by Mr. Kerr; and a first course on 
Conveyancing by Mr. Peachey. These lectures have been 
attended by many members of the Society and by 192 articled 
clerks, being twenty more than the previous year. 

Vacancies in the Council.—According to the bye-laws, ten 
members of the Council will go out of office at the present 
meeting, but are eligible for re-election; and a vacancy has 
occurred by the lamented decease of an old and honoured mem- 
ber, Mr. Bryan Holme, who was the first promoter of the 
Society in the year 1823, and for many years was a constant 
attendant at the meetings of the Council; he was also a liberal 
contributor to the Library, particularly in works of county 
history and topography. 

The number of members elected since the last annual meeting 
has been 78, and the Council have to regret the death of 18, 
and the retirement of 11 members. The Society now consists 
of 1,600 members, of whom 1,273 are town, and 327 country 
members. The Council are of opinion that it will be advan- 
tageous that a limited number of members of the Society, 
resident and practising in the country, should be members of 
the Council. 
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Correspondence, 








EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


There is little opportunity of discussing legal subjects in 
Edinburgh during the long vacation; for these reasons, that 
only a small proportion of the different branches of the profes- 
sion is to be found in town, and that there is no common place 
of meeting for even this proportion such as the Parliament 
House furnishes during session. Accordingly little is heard of 
the bunch of Scotch Acts which generally become law at the 
end of each session of Parliament, until the Court meets in 
November. 

Occasionally, however, an Act appears which excites more 
than common interest. Such is the Court of Session Act, 
which passed on the 25th of August, and is intended to provide 
a remedy for the inconvenience which has arisen from the accu- 
mulation of a large proportion of business before one of the 
divisions of the Court. Two ways of meeting the evil were 
suggested—either extending the sittings of the first division of 
the Court, or distributing the business equally. The Lord Ad- 
vocate has chosen the second alternative, or at least a modifica- 
tion of it. The Lord President of the Court is, by the Act, 
invested with a complete control over the whole causes depend- 
ing before the Court, subject only to this proviso—that the 
causes last inrolled shall be first transferred, unless some cause 
be shown why any particular cause should not. As this is a 
power the exercise of which may not be agreeable, it is pro- 
bable that his Lordship will lay down rules for the exercise of 
his discretion, which will reduce the process of adjustment under 
the Act to a system of exact distribution, which, in our opinion, 
is the only just and rational system. At the same time, it must 
be admitted, that the Act is viewed with great. disfavour by a 
large majority of solicitors, who look upon the privilege of 
selecting a particular judge or court as a right, or at all events 
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as a great boon, which ought to be preserved to the public. As 
might have been expected, therefore, there has been a great deal 
of dissatisfaction expressed in some quarters; but as the Lord 
Advocate is supported by the whole bar, and by a respectable 
minority of solicitors, such expressions of dissatisfaction are not 
likely, although strongly put, to make much permanent impres- 
sion, and will probably soon die away. 

A much more substantial ground of complaint, however, and 
one which will not be allowed to drop, is founded on that provi- 
sion of the Act which extends the long vacation. Formerly, the 
Lords Ordinary met on the 1st, and the two divisions of the 
Court met on the 12th of November. Now, under the new Act, the 
whole Court meets on the 12th of November ; so that, from the 20th 
of July till the 12th of November there is no session of the Supreme 
Court. It is quite true that it was found that little practical 
benefit arose from the meeting of the Lords Ordinary before the 
rest of the Court; but the remedy was, not to abolish these 
extra sittings, but to provide for the whole Court meeting on 
the 1st of Nov. It has always been a cause of discontent that 
there should be so long an interruption to business as is caused 
by the long vacation; but, at the same time, there has always 
been a proper feeling of consideration for the judges, and a 
strong desire to break in as little as possible upon the complete 
relaxation which the long vacation affords; and if the present 
Act had accompanied the readjustment of the sittings of the 
Court with any provisions for the conduct of the mere formal 
business by the clerks, little objection would have been made. 
As it is, an opposition has been excited, which extends beyond 
the profession, and which may be found diflicult to regulate ; for 
the general public cannot be expected to understand the advan- 
tage to be obtained from a judge bringing his mind fresh and 
vigorous from long rest to the administration of justice. If 
the Lord Advocate had only given previous notice of his inten- 
tion to make any such change, he would have been furnished 
with suggestions for improvements to accompany it, which 
would have rendered the change, if not acceptable, at least 
much more unobjectionable, by providing, at the same time, for 
real and substantial grievances, for which he will be compelled, 
under less favourable circumstances, to find a remedy. 





THE SUMMARY PROCEDURE ON BILLS OF 
EXCHANGE ACT, 1855. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JourNAL & Reporter. 

Sir,—Allow me to call the attention of the profession to the 
indorsement on the writ of summons provided to be made by 
this Act, and the rule of Court thereunder. 

There is no provision made for interest from the date of the 
writ until payment, nor does the form of indorsement give the 
plaintiff liberty to sign judgment for the interest accrued due 
from the date of the writ until judgment. 

The Ist section of the Act makes it lawful for the plaintiff to 
sign judgment for any sum not exceeding the sum indorsed on 
the writ, “ together with interest at the rate specified (if any) 
to the date of the judgment ;” but there is no blank left in the 
form of indorsement for the insertion of these words. 

3y the present form of indorsement, the interest due at the 
date of the writ is only claimed, and the plaintiff could not 
claim more interest if the defendant paid within four days from 
the service of the writ. 

It seems, therefore, that, by the present form of indorsement 
on the writ of summons, the plaintiff loses his interest from the 
date of the writ until judgment, which works injuriously to the 
plaintiff.—I am, Sir, yours obediently, 


Oct. 5, 1857. Aw ATToRNEY. 





JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT—COLLUSION. 

To the Editor of Tur Soxicrrors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Sir,—Thinking that suggestions are at all times acceptable, 
I take this opportunity of recording one in your Journal for 
adoption at the right time. It frequently occurs, that two 
creditors are suing a debtor at the same time, or one shortly 
before the other, but one of them obtains judgment first, 
through the debtor’s desire, and the other has to go through 
the formula of a trial; and, in all probability, the first judg- 
ment creditor is a blind for preventing the realisation of the 
other. Whether it is an unfounded or a righteous claim is not 
for us to inquire after judgment; but my suggestion, is that a 
judgment creditor, where he obtains by default, should make an 
affidavit that his debt is a just one before judgment is signed, in 
order to prevent collusion between the debtor and an assumed 
creditor, or, at any rate, the appearance of it.—Yours respect- 
fully, JoHN Nurse CHADWICK, 

King’s Lynn, Oct. 5, 1857. 
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Collation of the Provisions of Foreign Codes relating to Marriage 
and Divorce. By Joun Fraser MacQueen, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law. 1857. 

In August of last year, Mr. Macqueen, the Honorary 
Secretary to the Divorce Commission, went to Paris, in order 
to collect information as to the provisions of the Code Civil of 
France, of other continental codes, and of the Code of Louisiana, 
on the subject of marriage and divorce. ‘The results of his 
inquiries were collected, early this year, in the form of a par- 
liamentary Blue Book, for the guidance of the Legislature during 
the debates on the Divorce Bill. Although the primary object 
of this Blue Book has thus been already accomplished, the 
interest and importance which attach to its contents are not at 
anend. It is both entertaining and instructive to compare the 
actual provisions of the new Bill with the provisions of other 
systems. Such a compendium as that furnished by Mr. Mac- 
queen provides a very valuable introduction to the study of the 
English Act, and gives the material for a sort of text book on 
the subject. When we look at a section of a new Act, we 
want to know what are the points it determines; and, in order 
to understand these points, we must know what were the alter- 
natives between which the Legislature had to choose. A colla- 
tion of foreign codes affords us the means of ascertaining the 
sphere of legislative choice, and throws considerable light on 
the real nature of the choice that has actually been made. We 
cannot go through even the main points of the Bill and place 
beside them the provisions of foreign codes with anything 
like fulness; but we think that we may go through some of 
them in such a manner as to show the kind of advantage to be 
derived from Mr. Macqueen’s publication. We will take the 
points we notice in the order in which they occur in the new 
Divorce Act. 

First, then, with regard to judicial separation. Almost every 
existing code permits judicial separation. When the first 
attempt was made, after the Revolution, to reform and settle the 
French law, it was determined to give a considerable latitude 
to divorce, but to prohibit separation altogether; a course that 
had previously been proposed in the English Re/ormatio Legum, 
and has actually been adopted in the Prussian Code. And if we 
could abandon all religious considerations, and look neither to 
the doctrines of the Church nor the words of the New Testa- 
ment, there would obviously be much to be said in favour of 
putting an end at once to a tie which has, under the supposed 
circumstances, failed to answer the purposes for which it was 
contracted. The law of 1803, usually called the Code Civil, 
allowed the two remedies at the option of the parties; and 
since 1816, divorce has been altogether abolished in France. 
In most Catholic countries divorce is prohibited ; but in Austria 
and Sardinia non-Catholics are allowed to apply for it. As the 
Divorce Act only gives to a sentence of judicial separation the 
same effect as that of a divorce d mensé et thoro, without saying 
what that effect is, it would be beyond our present scope to com- 
pare the effect of separations in different countries. But the 
Act lays down the possible causes of separation, which are adul- 
tery, cruelty, or desertion for two years by either party. The 
French law requires, that, if adultery is the ground of the wife’s 
application, the concubine shall have been maintained in the 
house of the married couple. It also adds, as a ground of se- 
paration, condemnation to a punishment involving infamy, 
but not mutual consent. The Code of Louisiana adds the 
ground of public defamation of one of the married couple by 
the other. But no addition to the English law is of great im- 
portance except the ground of mutual consent; and, in exa- 
mining foreign codes, this is the point to which the attention of 
inquirers ought mainly to be turned. All codes agree with the 
Divorce Act in permitting the wife to enjoy her own earnings 
and all property subsequently acquired by her after the sentence 
of separation has been pronounced. 

The Code Napoléon permits the same grounds of divorce as 
have formed, since the law of 1816, the grounds of separation 
only, adding that of mutual consent. We need not, therefore, 
recapitulate them. As the most striking instance of latitude of 
divorce, we may turn to the Prussian Code, which permits 
divorce on no fewer than thirteen grounds :—1. Adultery (and 
with respect to adultery, it expressly prohibits what is allowed 
by the new Act, the setting up by the wife of the adultery of 
the husband as a defence). 2. Malicious desertion. 3. Un- 
natural crimes. 4. Refusal of the wife to follow the husband 
into a new domicil. 5. Refusal to perform conjugal duties. 6. 
Impotence. 7. Hopeless madness of more than a year’s dura- 
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tion. 8. Cruelty. 9. Condemnation toa punishment involving 
infamy. 10. Dissipation of property, or prodigality. 11, Re- 
fusal of the husband to support his wife. 12. Change of reli- 
gion by one of the married couple. 13. Mutual consent. The 
Prussian Code and the English Act are based upon different con- 
ceptions of the extent of divorce permitted by the New Testa- 
ment. The English Act supposes adultery to be the only per- 
missible ground, and, while extending it to both sexes, requires 
the adultery to be aggravated if the wife applies for divorce. 
The Prussian Code supposes that the tie is only to be maintained 
while it answers the purposes for which it was contracted, and 
its provisions are strictly logical if this is the basis to be taken. 
We may remark, in passing, that the permission to the wife to 
plead the adultery of the husband in bar of a divorce would be 
a very dangerous one, if it were not for the constitution of the 
English full Court of Divorce. As, however, the judges will 
all be men of age and great experience of human life, and of 
that broad sense which years of judicial experience and profes- 
sional practice seldom fail to bring with them, we may confi- 
dently expect that they will not permit inquiries into the conduct 
of the husband, totally irrelevant to the conduct of the wife, to 
prevent his availing himself of his remedy. Still we cannot await 
the first decisions on this point without some degree of anxiety. 

It was to the machinery adopted in the Code Napoléon for 
hearing and settling claims of divorce, that Mr. Macqueen 
especially pointed as a source of valuable instruction, and 
certainly this machinery has much to recommend it. When a 
divorce was asked for, the application had to be made in the 
Court of the Arrondissement where the married couple had 
their domicil. The claim, detailing the facts, and put into 
writing, had to be carried to the judge by the demandant in 
person, and signed by him or her in the judge’s presence. The 
parties were then summoned to a private audience before the 
judge, when the judge attempted, if possible, to bring about a 
reconciliation. Exactly the same machinery has been adopted, 
since 1816, in entertaining applications for separations; and 
from the statistics of the department of justice, we can 
ascertain how far this preliminary effort of the judge to bring 
about a reconciliation is likely to prove available. In 1854 
there were 1,681 applications, and of these 265 were abandoned 
on the reconciliation of the parties. If the judge found all 
attempts at reconciliation useless, he drew up the record, had 
the claim and the documents supporting it submitted to the 
public officer, and referred the case to the Court at large. The 
Court, if it thought proper that the case should proceed, 
heard a preliminary statement from both parties, and also asked 
for a list of the witnesses intended to be called on both sides. 
It, then, in a public hearing, disposed of the case at once, if it 
was not necessary that the proofs should be given. If doubtful 
facts had to be proved, the depositions of witnesses were received 
by the Court sitting with closed doors, in presence of the public 
officer, of the parties, and of their counsel or friends, to the 
number of three on each side. The children or descendants of 
the parties were not allowed to be witnesses. After the proofs 
were given, and a written copy of them signed by the respective 
parties, the case was adjourned to a public hearing, when, after 
the public officer had given his opinion, judgment was pro- 
nounced, 

The characteristic features of this machinery were—first, that, 
up to a very late period of the case, the parties had an opening 
allowed them to effect a reconciliation and withdraw their 
domestic unhappiness from public comment; secondly, by the 
depositions of witnesses being given at a private hearing, the 
public was not contaminated by the report of the disgusting 
details of adultery. The new Divorce Act goes in an entirely 
different direction; for in cases of divorce sought on account of 
the adultery of the wife, which we may presume will be the ordi- 
nary cases, the adulterer is to be a co-respondent; and as a 
third party is thus necessarily and publicly introduced, reconci- 
liation will, obviously, be very difficult after litigation is once 
begun. And by referring all facts to the consideration of 
common juries, the utmost degree of publicity is secured. 

Our readers will remember, that, in the debates on the 
Divorce Act, three points were keenly contested—whether adul- 
tery should be made a criminal offence; whether an adulterer 
should be liable to pecuniary damages; and whether the guilty 
wife should be permitted to marry her accomplice. By the Code 
Napoléon, the adultery of the wife was punishable with impri- 
sonment for a term not exceeding two years; that of the hus- 
band who should maintain a concubine in the conjugal resi- 
dence, was only punishable by a fine, which at the highest could 
not exceed £80; but the accomplice of the wife was liable to 
be imprisoned during a term not exceeding two years, and also 





to pay a fine not exceeding £80. The guilty party, whether 
husband or wife, was not permitted to marry the accomplice. 
The same prohibition was also introduced into the Scotch law, 
by an express statute. We do not find sufficient materials in 
the synopsis given of other codes to state what are their con- 
tents relative to these points. 
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Judicial Business Report. 


EVIDENCE OF MR. WILLIAM SHARPE ABRIDGED. 


I am a solicitor practising in London. It was thought de- 
sirable that some of the members of the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society should attend to be examined, and I and 
Mr. Lavie, and Mr. Murray attended on the part of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. I have given a good deal of attention to 
the arrangement of the circuits in England, and I am rather 
more acquainted with the business in the country than those 
gentlemen, as I act a good deal as an agent for country soli- 
citors, which those gentlemen, I believe, do not. The Incorpo- 
rated Law Society suggest a plan for three circuits, with inter- 
vals of only two months between the first and second, and the 
second and third, and then an interval of four months between 
the end of the third and the commencement of the next year. 
Assuming that there is going to be a change in the circuits, as 
we have understood that an increase in number has been 
mooted, we think that this is decidedly the best arrangement 
which can be made. It is the only one which allows of a vaca- 
tion, which I believe the legal profession generally would think 
ought to be continued; and it is the only one which allows a circuit 
to follow a term, and to be preceded by aterm. We believe that 
any arrangement which will throw two circuits together, with- 
out an intervening term, would be pretty well useless. Unless 
a circuit follows a term, and is also followed by a term, it is not 
half the use that it would be upon any other system, We intended 
that all three of those circuits should transact the civil business 
of the country as well as the criminal. Judging from my 
experience as a lawyer, I think that it is desirable that there 
should be circuits of assize held throughout the country with 
intervals of three months. The time submitted by the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society gives an interval of at least 
three months; it leaves two months from the end of one circuit 
to the beginning of the other, but it will give an average inter- 
val to each assize town of at least three months. The first 
assize town in each circuit will be about three months off from 
the next assize which is held in the ‘same town. We find in 
London, with which we are all acquainted, that three times of 
sittings ina year are not sufficient. We have, in London, sit- 
tings after every term, and intermediate sittings in term besides. 
London is so favoured, that there are twelve times a year at 
which we can go to trial, and the country have only twice a 
year. We feel that towns like Liverpool and other large towns 
are really entitled to more, and are driven by the unfrequency 
of the assizes either to give up their just demands or to com- 
promise, or to arrange matters, or to try in London, which is 
200 miles distant. Our opinion is, that the number of cir- 
cuits should be rather extended than reduced, and that 
the Northern Circuit might be divided into two circuits. I 
think that every judge who has been the Northern Circuit must 
know, that, at Liverpool for instance, the business is not satis- 
factorily done through the immense pressure of it; a consider- 
able proportion is (practically) left undone there. I have given 
great attention to the question, whether, considering the London 
business of the judges, the number of the judges would bear 
reduction. My opinion is, certainly, that they would not bear 
reduction. Asa principle, I would prefer four judges on the 
bench. I do not concur in the opinion which has been ex- 
pressed to this Commission, that the public would be better satis- 
fied with the decision of a single judge than with the decisions of 
a majority of two out of three judges. There has been a feeling, I 
believe, that the business in the courts in London has fallen off, in 
consequence of the county courts; that there has been a gra- 
dual diminution of the business of the superior courts in conse- 
quence. That is a point which I have taken considerable 
trouble to inquire into, and as far as our experience goes in 
our own practice, which is considerable, there has not been 
any diminution. I do not mean that a great deal of business 
has not been taken from the superior courts into the county 
courts, but that the business of the country has been in- 
creasing simultaneously, so much so, that the superior courts 
of common law have quite as much to do now as they had 
before the County Courts Act was passed. We find in our 
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practice that there is quite as much now as before the County 
Courts Act was passed in 1846: again, we find that there is 
yery much more business now than there was before 1830. Upto 
about 1830 there was only the Court of King’s Bench which did 
any material amount of business. The Court of Common Pleas 
did much less, and the Court of Exchequer did comparatively 
very little indeed. There were only (I believe) eight, or some 
other very small number of attorneys in the Court of Exchequer 
who were entitled to practise there, and the business was very 
little indeed; but now there are three courts sitting, all of 
which are open to the whole bar, and all the attorneys, and 
they all have a very considerable amount of business; and I 
think it would not be saying too much to state, that there is 
more than double the time occupied at present in judicial 
business in London than there was before 1830, notwithstand- 
ing the county courts ; and that there is quite sufficient increase 
to employ all the judges fully, notwithstanding the number 
of judges has been increased from twelve to fifteen. Though 
I do not wish to recommend a greater number of judges, I 
believe that there are parts of the business to which more 
time might be advantageously devoted; there might be a 
greater number of sittings for the trial of causes in Middle- 
sex. I also think that more time might be given by the 
judges at chambers. Very important cases come to the 
judges at chambers, through the immense increase of busi- 
ness which has been going on during the last eight or ten 
years. During term the usual hour is half-past three in 
the afternoon for the attendance of a judge at chambers. This 
almost of necessity involves some haste, if there is much 
business to be done. The judges do the business admirably 
there, but yet it implies haste, whether it be in the judges or in 
the attorneys—the business must be done before post time. 
With regard to the mode of conducting the sittings at Nisi 
Prius in term, I think rather a larger number of days should be 
given. I do not think the business is badly done; some courts 
have two, and some three days, for which we can give notice of 
trial during term; if there were more frequent times, it would be 
an advantage. With respect to the towns for which I would 
recommend a third assize, I would first name Liverpool and 
Manchester. I think it might be a great advantage to a 
large town like Hull, which is a mercantile town, and a 
great way from York. Plymouth is a town from which 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society has received 
a communication, and there they strongly speak that they 
should be glad to have assizes held, and three assizes a year. 
At Plymouth and Devonport, in the immediate neighbourhood, 
they have, as I understand, a population to the extent of 
120,000 inhabitants. A month is the average time in which a 
case of importance can be brought to trial after it is once begun, 
and supposing a court open; but if much evidence is to be got 
up beforehand, it cannot be done in a month. 
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Births, Plarriages, anv Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


CURTIS—On Oct. 4, at Preston, near Wingham, Kent, the wife of Frede- 
rick T. Curtis, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

HIBBIT—On Sept. 26, at 17 Adelaide-road North, St. John’'s-wood, the 
wife of Henry Hibbit, Esq., of a son, stillborn. 

LANE—On Oct. 5, at the Manor House, Little Missenden, Bucks, the 
wife of John Lane, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

LONG—On Oct. 2, the wife of George Long, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Bar- 
rister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

LONGMAN—On Oct. 4, at Balham, Surrey, the wife of William Churchill 
Longman, Esq., of a daughter. 

MITCHELL—On Sept. 30, at 9 Leinster-gardens, the wife of Robert A. 
Mitchell, Esq., of a son. 

NECK—On Oct. 3, at Colchester, the wife of Alfred Neck, Esq., Solicitor, 





of a son. 
WINTERBOTHAM—On Oct. 7, at the Birches, Stroud, Gloucestershire, the 
wife of Mr. Lindsey W. Winterbotham, Solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


FOWLER—THORNEYCROFT—On Oct. 6, at St. Mark’s Church, Wolver- 
hampton, by the Rev. A. B. Haden, M.A., Vicar of Brewood, Henry 
Hartley Fowler, Solicitor, younger son of the late Rev. Joseph Fowler, 
to Ellen Thorneycroft, youngest daughter of the late George Benjamin 
Thorneycrott, Esq., of Chapel House, Wolverhampton. 

GOODY—GRIFFIN—On Oct. 6, at Head-gate Chapel, Colchester, by the 

tev. George Thomson, Mr, Henry Goody, Solicitor, Colchester, to 
Esther, fourth daughter of the late Mr. John Griffin, of Camberwell, 
Surrey. 

RHODES—MARRIOTT—On Oct. 1, at St. Pancras Chureh, by the Rev. 
Stephen Bridge, M.A., incumbent of St. Matthew's, Denmark-hill, 
Arthur Charles, second surviving son of Charles Henry Rhodes, Esq., 
of Denmark-hill, Surrey, to Emily, eldest daughter of Frederick 
Marriott, Esq., of Regent’s-park-terrace, Glocester-gate. 

SIMPSON—ROWSON—On Oct. 1, at Trinity Church, Skirbeck, by the 
Rey. William Hirst Simpson, M.A., assisted by the Rey. Robert E. Roy, 











M.A., Benjamin S. Simpson, Esq., Solicitor, Boston, to Elizabeth, eldest 
daughter of John Rowson, Esq., of Skirbeck House. 

WEIGALL—CONDY—On Oct. |, at Kew, by the Rev. E. Weigall, M.A., 
incumbent of Buxton, Derbyshire, and Rural Dean, John Charles 
Edwards Weigall, Esq, of 5 New Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn, 
Solicitor, to Charlotte, eldest daughter of t he late George Condy, Esq., 
Conmnissioner in Bankruptcy at Manchester. 


DEATHS. 

COLLINSON—On Oct. 5, at Cambridge-terrace, Hyde-park, Rosa Jane, 
oo 4 Henry Collinson, Esq., of Lower Haliford, and of the Middle 
Temple. 

CRICKITT—On Oct. 1, in her 65th year, Mary Ann, wife of Thomas Lane 
Crickitt, the eldest son of John Crickitt, deceased, formerly a Proctor 
of Doctors’-commons, 

ROACH—On Sept. 30, at 2 Castle-street, Merthyr-Tydfil, of rapid con- 
sumption, G. C. Roach, Esq., Solicitor, aged 28. 

TURNER—On Oct. 5, suddenly, at Cheltenham, Joseph Holden Turner, 
Esq., of 20 Montagu-place, Russell-square, and 3 Bedford-row, aged 63. 

WILSON—On Oct. 2, in his 29th year, Mr. David Wilson, Solicitor, only 
son of Dayid Wilson, Esq., 27 Brunswick-place, City-road. 


mocbpiatiet gy errs ile 
Undaimed Stock tn the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 


Benyon, Rev, Epwarp Ricuarp, Rector of Elveden, Suffolk, WiL1aAM 
Newton, Esq., of Elveden-hall, and FrepErick CHARLES PAYNE, 
Farmer, of Elveden, £39 : 7 : 1 Consols.—Claimed by Epwarp RicHarp 
LENYON, WILLIAM NEwTOoON, and FREDERICK CHARLES PAYNE. 

Davis, GABRIEL, Gent., Radley, Berks, £623 : 18: 10 New 3 per Cents. — 
Claimed by GaBrier Davis. 

Drake, WILLIAM Trrwairtt, Esq., Amersham, Bucks, £1,000 Consols.— 
Claimed by FREDERICK WILLIAM Tyrwuitr Drake, acting executor. 
Dyke, Sir Percivat Hart, Bart., deceased, and Grorce Harr DyKR, 

Esq., both of Lullington Castle, Kent, £135 : 10 Consols—Claimed by 
Sir Percivan Hart Dyke, Bart., the Right Hon. Beaumont, Baron 
Horuay, and Rev. Nicnoias Toke, Clerk, acting executors of Sir Per- 

cIVAL Hart Dykk, Bart., who was the survivor. 

Exs.ey, Frances, and Mary Exstry, Spinsters, Skipton-on-Swale, North 

Riding, Yorkshire, £34 : 19 : 8 Consols.—Claimed by ELizaBETH 
Exstey, Spinster, sole executrix of Frances Estey, deceased. 

FairuruLt, Rey. Francis Josern, Rector of Hatfield, Herts, Rev. 
Horatio NELson Duppine, Vicar of St. Peter’s, Herts, and Rev. JaMEs 
GRANTHAM FAITHFULL, Vicar of North Mimms, Herts, £200 Reduced. 
—Claimed by Horatio NeLtson Duppine and JAMES GRANTHAM 
FAaItHFULL, the survivors. 

HopGsoyn, Joun, Gent., Bartlett’s-bldgs., deceased, Trustee to the Rev. 
Hucu Hopeson, of Eglingham, Northumberland, £69 : 3 Consols.— 
Claimed by CuristorHEeR Hopeson and Rey. Jonn HopeGson, executors 
of Joun HopcGson. 

LowTHER, Right Hon. WiLLiAm, Earl of LonspaLe, Jonn INGRAM, Esq., 
of Staindrop, Durham, and Frances Incram, his wife, £114: 18:5 
New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by WiLi1Am, Earl of Lonspaxe, and Hon. 
Henry Ceci, LOWTHER, surviving executors of WiLLiaM LowTHeER, 
Earl of LonspaLx, deceased. 

Martyn, JANE, Spinster, Lifton, Devon, £261: 8:9 Consols.—Claimed 
by Rey. Ponsrorp CAny, THoMAs SippaLp, and SAMUEL RowLes Pat- 
TISON, the executors. 

Rooke, WILLIAM, Esq., Nacton, Suffolk, £600 Consols.—Claimed by W11- 
L1AM WALLACE Rooke, acting executor of FREDERICK WILLIAM 
Rooxeg, who was the sole executor. 

RovcGEMonT, JANE, wife of DENNIS ALEXANDER RovGEMonT, Esq., High- 
gate, £400 Consols.—Claimed by Jane Roucemont. 

SmeDLEY, Francis, Esq., Ely-pl., Holborn, £40 Reduced.—Claimed by 
FRANCIS SMEDLEY. 

—____@_ " 


Heirs at Law anv HNeyt of Fin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

Hawkixs, RicHarD, Marncaret, Lerricr, ANN, JANE, Rospert, and 
Nicuoras (all born at Hitchin, Herts, about 1700, and married in 
Herts or in London).—Relatives of the above to apply, by letter only, 
to — Maniere, Esq., Solicitor, 31 Bedford-row. 

Orton, Henry (who died in Jan. 1831), Tobacconist, late of Derby.— 
—Next of kin, or the personal representatives of such as may have 
since died, to come in and prove their claims on or before Nov. 6, 
at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Warp, Sopnia (who died on Dee. 8, 1856), Widow (whose maiden name 
was Harvie), late of Bancroft-st., Hitchin, Herts.—Her next of kin to 
apply to Henry Revell Reynolds, Esq., Solicitor for the Affairs of her 
Majesty’s Treasury, Whitehall. 


ee 
faonev fMavict. 


CITY, Friway Evenrxe. 

Yesterday the directors of the Bank advanced their rate for 
discount on bills from 53 per Cent., at which it has stood sinee 
the middle of July to 6 per Cent. During the last two or 
three days this advance had been thought inevitable. Occur- 
ences in the money market, both at home and abroad, show an 
extraordinary demand, and a deficient supply. The East 
India Company have taken a loan from the Bank of a million, 
on the security of East India Bonds. The shipment of specie to 
India and China by the Columbo, amounts to £594,485, and 
the drain of gold to the continent is renewed with great 
activity. On the other hand, domestic affairs in the United 
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States very much curtail remittances to this country. The 
English Funds have fluctuated daily. Consols close this after- 
noon at 894 to 892, showing a decline of } per Cent. in the 
week, The discount houses have advanced their rates to 
correspond with the advance at the Bank. Money is in very 
active demand. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
8rd October, 1857, which we give below, it appears that the 
amount of notes in circulation is £19,947,275, being an increase 
of £805,155, and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£10,662,692, showing a decrease of £613,396 when compared 
with the previous return. 

The estimates of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in regard 
to ways and means for the present year, assumed a falling off 
in the amount to be received for customs and excise. But he 
nevertheless professed to act upon the principle that lower 
duties by promoting consumption would produce more revenue 
than higher duties, and the financial measures of this country 
are grounded upon that principle. But the daily press, which 
gives its support to Government, remarks, with reference to the 
revenue accounts of the last quarter, that we are not now 
watching the result of Sir Robert Peel’s experiments, and that it 
would be absurd to expect that John Bull should pay less, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer receive more. 

The reduction of the war duties on tea, coffee, and sugar 
has been in steady operation during the last quarter, and the 
result of the reduced scale may be justly compared with the 
amount received in the same quarter of the year 1856, but still 
subject to some allowance. The loss which appears under the 
head of customs shows that the principle, that lower duties 
would produce more revenue, has yielded to the pressure of 
present circumstances. The importation price of several articles 
has materially advanced, and people are unwilling or unable to 
increase their expenditure. The falling off in revenue may 
be repaired, but an increase in customs and excise does not 
promise a favourable result, and an increase in property tax will 
be very unpalatable. It seems probable the only alternative 
will be either an increase in the property tax, and in customs 
and excise duties, or an addition to the National Debt by means 
of aloan. This view is sustained by the fact, before mentioned, 
of the East India Company having taken a loan from the Bank 
of England. Other circumstances also tend to show that 
financial difficulties, and the pressure for money, are likely to 
augment. 

By recent advices from America, it appears that the} com- 
mercial panic, which has produced very disastrous results, far 
from having come to an end, continued in full operation. Both 
railways and banks are in difficulties. Railways in the United 
States are usually pointed out as undeniable evidence of the 
vigour of transatlantic enterprise, and of prosperous results 
therefrom, in regard to national progress. The ardour of our 
western cousins carries them ahead a very long way with 
wonderful success. After some time difficulties are sure to 
arise which they are not well prepared to encounter. It 
appears that numerous railway undertakings are making very 
small returns, and have drawn upon the banks heavily for 
support. Many banks have suspended their payments, and 
others of greater weight were believed likely to follow. In 
England, in case a bank stops payment, its credit is rarely 
restored. It generally winds up and comes to anend. In the 
United States, it appears that banks suspend payment as a 
matter of precaution, and resume operations when favourable 
circumstances come round. Of course their customers do, and 
must, take a similar line of conduct, as they cannot draw their 
deposits, nor obtain the customary aid by way of loan. In this 
way a vast extent of insolvency is brought into existence. 
After some time the banks again open for payment. Debts and 
claims, for or against, are adjusted as may be with customers ; 
pecuniary accommodation is obtained as before; and thus the 
wheel of enterprise again goes round. 

In the present crisis, the gloomy aspect of affairs has been 
further darkened by the grievous loss of life and treasure in the 
wreck of the Central America, the usual remittances from Cali- 
fornia, amounting to £400,000, having gone down in that 
vessel. At the latter end of last month there was not any 
appearance of amendment. Parties who happened to have 
money were obtaining from 18 to 24 per cent. for discounting the 
best bills, and from 3 to 5 per cent. per month was obtained 
upon valid notes. Apprehensions were entertained that the 
Boston banks might fail in sustaining themselves and the 
public. It was believed that suspension of payment on their 
part would cause immense difficulty and ruinous depreciation of 
property. 





English Funds, 













































ENGLIsH FunpDs. Sat. | Mon. E Tues. | Wed | Thur.} Fri, 
Bank Stock .ccoccssceccscosee] ove 219 shut ove ove 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann. ...| «+ ose ” ose “ 
3 per Cent, Cons, Ann....|90$ 903} 90} log "90 e 893 893 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. ...] ... fe ese ~~ 
New 33 per Cent. Ann....} w+. |i 101 ” - ne: 
5 per Cent. Annuities...) ... eee pee pers 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 

18GO) ..ccccccccccrseceesoscee ove 23-16 .. ” on eee 
Do. 30 years (exp. Oct. 10, 

1859. oo] ° eee ” . ove 

) . eee ove n ove eee 
Do. 30 years (exp. ben ois 5, 

1885) Se Fi cee Pe ae én 
India Stock ....000...ceseecee 207 209 10, 210 w ae dee 
India Bonds (£1, 000) aeal) at ay re 4 ‘ oe 
Do. (under £1,000) ..... ol, -,000; [2 GAS,)) aon »  |238. dis./20s. dis, 
Exch, Bills (£1,000) Mar.) ... |4s. dis., 4s. dis “4 8s. dis.) ... 
a ii ° oes | qo ” eee ove 
Exch. Bills (£500) fe 5s. dis. 8s. dis.) ,, 48. dis,/&s. dis. 
-——_—_—_—-————_ June ... ose ote > o00 ws 
Exch, Bills (Small) Mar./4s. dis.'3s, dis|7s. dis| |, 4s. dis|2s dis 

—_—__——. —— June .. Be ass ¥s ee oe 
Exch, Bills Advertised .. eos eo ” Pry woo 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 34 

DOE CONE, anosenssaceprsoese - . 983 ER 98} aa 
Exch. Bonds “8: 59, 33 

PEN CONE. seeserererrseseree 98% oe ée 982 1 98g 

"ee Stack. 
tailways. Sat. Mon, | Tues. | Wed. | Thur} Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter eee] ove ooo ose shut oe 85 
Caledonian... 85} 185 6 5}, 853 3 i 834 4 | 83 34 
bese and Holy head .. 34 33} | 33 Pa pon wae 

East Anglian... .. 19§ ” 19} ° 
Eastern Union "A stock . ose ° oe ° 
East Lancashire Sal ee on pe ane. ) 
Edinburgh and Glasgow 63 oo 4S ase eos 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee .|29$ x d sad xdj 29xd|_,, 29 x dj28} xd 
Glasgow &South Western) ... | fa an pam 
Great Northern ... ist 3 | 98 7 + (963 5 6) 95 
Gt. South & West. (ire.). sali PY wee » oes oe 

Great Western... 543 § | 543 § 154 3g @] [53 OE §| 528 3 
Lancashire & Yorkshire . 963 96 52 195 43 5), 932 43) 934 2} 
Lon., Brighton, &S.Coast/103 24} ... | 1023 & 103 a 1014 2 
London & North Western|97$ $ 3/97 6k 34 963 6 is 95 94% 4 
London and S. Western .|903 90° 90} 90 | 893 % jf 893 9] 88 
Man., Shef., and Lincoln) 40% 1 \402 40 a 40 39%; 39 
Midland ... 0 sce see see 825 3} 823 2 isi g ie 805 | 803 2 
NOPGOUK 4c. 200) sb0 seep one | | ” 60 exe 
North British... ... .../48} xd o ‘4 a 43 xd), (474 x d463 xd 
North Eastern (Berwick) 92$ 33:93 1} 2} 91} s 904 | 903 
North London eS? bee bes aes Ke doo ose 
Oxford, Wore, & W oly. of oe ooo 32 é 31} 314 
Scottish Central ae ove tes ” vs wee 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock a 243 3 25 a oe 24 
Shropshire Union . i 48 ase ” BS ove 
South-Eastern cub! Rae} bee 655 = | 65} 4, 65 43 oe 
South-Wales ... ... se.) 834 ood 833 a 83 83 











Bank of England, 


AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TIt VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 3RD DAY OF OCTOBER, 1857. 


IssuE DEPARTMENT. 


£ 
Notes issued ° - 24,553,315] Government Debt ° o Oh 100 
Other Securities . 459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion, 10, 078,315 
Silver Bullion ove 
£24,553,315 £24,553,315 
BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
£ £ 
Proprietors’ Capital. 14,553,000 | Government Securities 
Rest . 3,943,929 (incl. Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (includ- Annuity) 10,593,607 
ing E mg Sav- Other Securities 21,835,843 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . 4,606,040 
sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin 584,377 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . ° - 8,243,217 
Other Deposits 10,002,282 
Seven day & other Bills 877,439 
£37,619,867 £37,619,867 


Dated the 8th day of October, 1857. 


Equity and Law 
English and Scottish Law 


Law Fire 





M. Marswat, Chief Cashier. 
Engurance Companies. 








> ma 











Oct. 10,1857. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 883 



































Law Life 63 24 
Law Reversionary Interest 19 
Law Union par 
Legal and Commercial par 
Legal and General Life 63 
London and Provincial 23 
Medical, Legal, and General . .....-cccccscsssssssssserereee DAL 
Solicitors’ and General par 

> 

+ 


Lonvon Grasettes, 


Bankrupts. 
TuEspAY, Oct. 6, 1857. 


ANDERSON, Wi111Am, Plumber and Painter, Broad-st., Ratcliff. Pet. 
Oct. 5. Oct. 15 and Nov. 19, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sol. Holt, 13 Chatham-pl., Blackfriars. 

COLEMAN, Francis BREWER, Linendraper, 24 Queen’s-bldgs., Bromp- 
ton. Pet. Oct. 3. Oct. 20 and Nov. 17, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Hol- 
royd. Off. Ass. Edwards, Sol. Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-st. 

GREAVES, Wit11aMm, Carpet Manufacturer, Halifax. Pet. Sept. 25. Oct. 
16 and Nov. 20, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Off. Ass. 
Young. Sol. Brierley, Halifax. 

HARRIS, Wit11am, Hay, Straw, and Corn Dealer, West Bromwich, Staf- 
fordshire. Pet. Sept. 28. Oct. 17 and Nov. 6, at 10.30; Birmingham. 
Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. 

JOYCE, Mepsury, Timber Merchant, St. Neots, Huntingdon. Pet. Oct. 5. 
Oct. 19, at 1.30, and Nov. 21, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Of. 
Ass. Johnson. Sol. Sismey, 11 Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st. 

PRICE, Jonny, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 28. Oct. 15 
and Nov. 6, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Of. Ass. Bird. Sol. 
Tyndall, North John-st., Liverpool. 

PRICE, Martua, Licensed Victualler, Scotland-rd., Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 
28. Oct. 15 and Nov. 6, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass. 
Turner. Sol. Tyndall, North John-st., Liverpool. 

SEALE, BernarD, Plumber, Drain Pipe Manufacturer, and Colliery Pro- 
prietor, Sheffield. Pet. Oct. 1. Oct. 17 and Nov. 2), at 10; Council- 
hall, Sheffield. Com. West. Of. Ass. Brewin. Sol. Broadbent, 
Sheffield. 

SHAW, Jonny, Machine Maker, Dukinfield, Cheshire. Pet. Oct. 2. Oct. 
21 and Nov. 11, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sols, Slater 
& Myers, Manchester. 


Fripay, Oct. 9, 1857. 


CATT, Jony, & ARTHUR WELLINGTON CALLEN, Beer and Bottle Mer- 
chants, 47 Lower Shadwell /et. Oct. 6. Oct. 22, at 2.30, and Nov. 24, 
at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Miller & 
Horn, 7 St. Martin’s-pl., Trafalgar-sq. 

CLAYTON, Witi1am, Wholesale Perfumer, 58 Watling-st., and 16 West 
Smithfield. Pet. for Arrgmt. Sept. 19. Oct. 22 and Nov. 26, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off, Ass. Johnson. Sols, Lepard & Gam- 
mon, Cloak-la. 

COE, Witti1am, Builder, Halifax, Yorkshire. Pet. Oct. 8. Oct. 22 and 
Nov. 20, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com West. Off. Ass. 
Young. Sols. Ingram, Halifax; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

HALFORD, Josern, [ronmonger, Cheltenham. /e?. Oct. 6. Oct. 20 and 
Noy. 16, at 11; Bristol. Com, Hill. Off. Ass. Miller. Sols. Chesshyre, 
Cheltenham ; or Bevan & Girling, Bristol. 

MOLLEDONN, Lampert Puitirp, Manure and Corn-dealer, 75 Mark-la. 
Pet. Sept. 22, Oct. 22, at 2, and Nov. 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Holroyd. Of. Ass. Lee. Sols. Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 

RYDER, FREDERICK, Wholesale Stationer, 29 Basinghall-st. Pet. Oct. 6. 
Oct. 19, at 11, and Nov. 19, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off 
Ass. Johnson. Sols, Baker, Smith, & Oliver, 77 Basinghall-st. 

SCORE, James, Timber Merchant, Pilton, Devonshire. Pet. Oct. 1. Oct. 
19, at 1, and Nov. 11, at 11; Exeter. Com. Bere. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. 
Sols. Carter & Chanter, Barnstaple; or Stogdon, Exeter. 

SMITH, W1i11aM, Hotel Keeper, Castle Hotel, Bath. Pet. Oct. 3. Oct. 
20, and Nov. 16, at 11; Bristol, Com, Hill. Off. Ass. Miller. Sols. 
Shaen & Grant, Kennington-crss., Lambeth; or Wilton, Bath. 

TOWNSEND, Marruew, Manufacturer of Hosiery, Leicester. Pet. Sept. 
30. Oct. 20 and Nov. 16, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. 
Harris. Sols, Miles & Gregory; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. 

WAKEFIELD, Jonny, Baker, Ilkstone, Derby. Pet. Sep. 30. Oct. 20 
and Nov. 10, at 10.30; Shirehall. Com. Balguy. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. 
Lees, Nottingham. 

ZERMAN, Francesco, Coffee-house-keeper, Saville House, Leicester-sq. 
Oct. 20, at 12.30, and Nov. 17, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. Pet, Oct. 8. Com. 
Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Govett, 9 Feathersone-bldgs., Holborn. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TueEspAy, Oct. 6, 1857. 
TowNsEND, JouN, Auctioneer, Greenwich, and Charlton. Oct. 6. 


Fripay, Oct. 9, 1857. 


BRAVERY, PHILADELPHIA, Furniture Dealer, Union-lanes, Brighton, 
Sussex. Oct. 5. 
Rickarps, FREDERICK, Carrier, Farnborough, Hants. Oct. 9. 


MEETINGS. 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Bootu, Wit1tAM, Machine Sawyer and Timber Merchant, City Central 
Saw Mills, 198 Upper Whitecross-st., St. Luke’s. Oct. 27, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Brockett, WILLIAM EDWARD, Money Scrivener and Horse-dealer, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, and Whickham, Durham. Oct. 29, at 12.30; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Com. Ellison. Final Div. 

Brown, Rosert James, Timber Merchant, Sunderland. Oct. 29, at 11.30; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. First Div. 





Burier, Epwarp, Tailor, 21 Clifford-st., | ond-st. Oct. 27, at 1; Basing 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

GLOVER, REUBEN THE)'0RE, & EpGar Avcustus Giover, Licensed 
Victuallers, 222 Piccadilly. Oct. 17, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 
Last Ex. 

Haw ey, THomas, Grocer, 222 Blackfriars-rd.; Clement’s-inn-passage, 
Strand; 27 King’s-rd., Chelsea; and 97 Crawford-st., Marylebone. 
Nov. 6, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

Horsratt, Luxe, Tailor, Accrington, Lancashire. Oct. 30, at 12; Man- 
chester. Com. Skirrow. Div. 

Morton, James, Iromonger, Huntingdon. Oct. 29, at 1.30; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fane. Div. 

2AWLE, Wittiam, Broker, Liverpool. Oct. 29, at 11; Liverpool. Com. 
Stevenson. Div. 

Ricketrs, JouN Bourke, Merchant, 147 Leadenhall-st. Oct. 27, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

SHEARCROFT, GEORGE, Grocer, Long Sutton, Lincolnshire. Nov. 10, at 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

West, SAMUEL, Nottingham (Tillson & Co.), Lace-makers, Nottingham. 
Noy. 10, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 


Fripay, Oct. 9, 1857. 


Apams, WiLLtAM, Miller, Huntingdon. Oct. 31, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Holroyd. Div. 

CANTER, BENJAMIN, Cloth Merchant, Barnsley, Yorkshire. Oct. 30, at 11; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

De Porqvet, Louis Partierpe Remy Fenwick (Mary Wedlake & Co.), 
Dealer in Agricultural Implements, 118 Fenchurch-st., and Fairkytes, 
Hornchurch, Essex. Oct. 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Di 

Evans, Jonn, Shipbuilder, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire. Nov. 5, at 11; 
Bristol. Com. Hill. Div. 

Fivx, Wittram Henry, Grocer, Heston, Middlesex. Oct. 30, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

HARrTHILL, ALEXANDER, & JoHN M‘KEAN, Woollen Merchants, Hudders- 
field. Oct. 30, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Div. 
Howarp, Davin, Worsted Spinner, Leeds. Nov. 2, at 11; Commercial- 

bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. 

Mare, CuHartes Jonn (C. J. Mare & Co.), Shipbuilder, Orchard-yard, 
Blackwall. Pet. forargt. Oct. 31, at 11; Basinghall-st, to decide upon 
an offer of composition agreed to be accepted by nine-tenths in value 
and number of the creditors. 

MARSHALL, JonN, Merchant, Birchin-la. Oct. 30, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fane. Div. 

MorrraM, Jonny, Hop Merchant, Shrewsbury. Nov. 2, at 10; Birming- 
ham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Pearson, THomas, Ironmonger, 18 and 19 Calthorpe-pl., Gray'’s-inn-rd. 
Nov. 3, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Reep, Joun Burcoyne, Shipbroker, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Nov. 5, 
at 11; Bristol. Com, Hill. Div. 

ReeEp, THomas, Shaft and Bent Timber Manufacturer, George-st , Mile- 
end New Town. Oct. 30, at 10.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 
Ross, DanreL, Grocer, Romford, Essex. Oct. 31, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Com. Holroyd. Div. 

SemMons, WILLIAM, Draper, Redruth, Cornwall Nov. 3, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Final Div. 

Smionp, Francis Lovuts, 4 Cullum-st.; trading with Charles Hyacinth 
Joseph Cuylits (Cuylits, Simond, & Co.), Merchants. Oct. 30, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. joint est. 

Wakinsuaw, James, Iron Manufacturer, Monkwearmouth Iron Works, 
Monkwearmouth, Sunderland. Nov.3, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Third and Final Div. 

Wuiston, FrepericK WILL1AM, Druggist, Birmingham. Nov. 2, at 10.30; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Woottert, Wittram Henry, & Jonny FREDERICK SANFORD WOOLLETT 
(Woollett & Nephew), Ship and Insurance Agents, 1 Lime-st.-sq. Nov. 
3, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Wooster, Trworny, Scedsman, Cheltenham. Nov. 5, at 11; Bristol. 
Com. Hill. Div. 





CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TuEspay, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Bennett, THomas, Miller, Derby. Oct. 27, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Not- 
tingham. 

Crakk, THoMAs BurNnuAM, Licensed Victualler, 27 Minories. Nov. 2, at 
12; Basinghall-st. 

Cooper, EDWARD Srtmmons, Leather-seller, 5 Commercial-pl., City-rd., 
Middlesex. Oct. 28, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Crusk, JONATHAN, Builder, Kintbury, near Hungerford, Berks. Nov. 2, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Davies, CORNELIUS, & FREDERICK Norman, Cement and Lime Mer- 
chants, Crown Wharf, Great Scotland-yard, Westminster. Oct 29, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 

DockreEk, JouN, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Shakespeare’s Head, Per- 
cival-st., Goswell-st. Nov. 2, at 1.30; Basinghall-st, 

HADFIELD, W1Lt1aM, late of Constantinople, afterwards of Old Hall, Old 
Hall-st., Liverpool, and now of Ceckspur-st., Middlesex ; in partnership 
with Matthew Slade Hooper (William Hadfield & Co.), Merchants. 
Oct. 28, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

LanKEsTER, Ropert HuGu, Enamelled Bag Manufacturer, 31 Bread-st., 
Cheapside. Oct. 27, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 

Loneton, Joun, Shipbroker, Liverpool. Oct. 29, at 11; Liverpool. 

ManseEr, Francis, Baker, 1 Brownlow-pl, Queen’s-rd., Haggerstone, 
Shoreditch, Middlesex. Oct. 27, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Morton, James, Ir ger, Huntingd Oct. 29, at 1.30; Basing- 
hall-st. 

Nasu, THomas, jun., Brushmaker, 134 Gt. Dover-st., Southwark. Oct. 
29, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

RANDALL, WILLIAM, Hotel-keeper, New Inn, Maidstone. Noy. 2, at 1 
Basinghall-st. 

ROBINSON, JOSEPH BRADBURY, Hosier, Macclesfield, Cheshire. Oct. 28, 
at 12; Manchester. 

oe STEPHEN, Fellmonger, Cambridge. Noy. 4, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st. 
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Squires, Witi1am, Gunmaker, 315a Oxford-st. Nov. 4, at 11.30; Ba 
singhall-st. 

Sramps, JAMEs, Handsworth, Staffordshire, & W1LL1aM Fincu, sen., Tip- 
ton, Staffordshire, Papermakers. Nov. 13, at 10; Birmingham. 

Sranpinc, WILLIAM, Engineer, late of 9 Whitechapel-rd., but now of 10 
Kingsland-crsct., Kingsland-rd. Oct. 29, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Sratuam, Henry HEeatucote, Attorney-at-Law and Money Scrivener, 
Liverpool. Oct. 29, at 11; Liverpool. 

TILLEY, GEORGE, Brewer, Walton-on- ‘Thames, Surrey. Noy. 4, at 11; 
Basinghall- st. 

Warimeron, THomas, Corn and Seed Merchant, New Corn Exchange, 
Mark-la., and 35 Mark-la. Nov. 4, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Watson, Joun, Pianoforte Manufacturer, 8 Upper Bemerton-st., Cale- 
donian-rd., Islington. Oct. 29, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

West, Samver (Tillson & Co.), Lacemaker, Nottingham. 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

Wuitr, Epmunp (M. White & Son), Corn and Coal Merchant, New Corn 
Exchange, Mark-la.; Phoenix Wharf, Stratford, Essex; and Globe 
Wharf, Wapping. Oct, 29, at 2; Basinghail-st, 


Oct. 27, at 
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Baker, Cuartes, Timber Merchant, Southampton. Oct. 30, at 1; Ba- 
singhall- st. 

ButLock, THomas, 
residing at Ripsley Farm, Trotton, Sussex, 
hall-st. 

Copianp Cuarces, & Witntam GeorGe Barnes (Copland, Barnes, & 
Co.), Provision Merchants, Botolph-la., London, and Oriental-pl., 
Southampton. Nov. 6, at 2.30; Basinghall- st. 

Der Porquet, Louis Pumiprr Remy Fenwick (Mary Wedlake & C..), 
Dealer in Agricultural Implements, 118 Fenchurch-st., and Fairkytes, 
Essex. Oct. 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

ErnerinctTon, Epwiny, Grocer, Godalming, and Aldershott, Nov. 
6, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Gippon, WILLIAM, Grocer, Spenny Moor, Durham. Noy. 3, at 12; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Girrorp, WILLIAM, Saddler, Saint Ives, Huntingdonshire. 
Basinghall-st. 

Hart, WILLIAM, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 62 Charlotte-ter., Great 
Charlotte-st., Blackfriars-rd. Nov. 3, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

May, THomas Henry, Baker, 52 Rathbone-pl., Oxford-st., and lately of 
27 Little Brittain, and 2 Squire’s-mount, Hampstead-heath, Oct. 31, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Puituirs, James, Draper, Audlem, Cheshire Nov. 2, at 12; Liverpool. 

Rust, CHARLES, Cheesemonger, 38 Surrey-pl., Old Kent- rd. Nov. 6, at 
2; Basinghall-st. 

THORBURN, Joun, Bookbinder, 3 Pleydell-st., Fleet-st., and 51 Lower 
Stamford-st., Surrey. Oct. 30, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Wooster, Timorny, Seedsman and Hotel-keeper, Cheltenham. Nov. 10. 
at 11; Bristol. 


Grocer, late of Liphook, Bramshott, Hants, now 
Noy. 6, at 1.30; Basing- 


Surrey. 


Noy. 6, at 1; 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Bare, Ricnarp, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Shrewsbury. Oct. 5, 2nd 
class. 

Groom, GrorGE, Boot and Shoe Factor, Norwich. 
after having been suspended four months. 

Lryvorp, Wititam, Miller, New-rd., Talk-o'-th’-Hill, Staffordshire. 
5, 2nd class, 

Mortimer, Henry GLADWELL, Builder, Lee, Kent. Sept. 29, 3rd class. 

Neave, RicHarp Writer, Miller, Market Rasen, Lincolnshire, and of 
Sheffield. Sept. 16, 3rd class. 

Wuek-er, Ricuaxp, Miller, St. Owen, Herefordshire. Oct. 5, 2nd class, 


Sept. 26, 2nd class; 
Oct. 


Fripay, Oct. 9, 1857 
Bors.ry, Joun, Builder, 32 Argyle-sq., King's-cross, Middlesex. Sept. 
28, 3rd class; to be suspended for three months. 
Evans, JouN, Shipbuilder, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire. 
DIVIDEND. 
Fripay, Oct. 9, 1857. 
Roxixs, Ricnarp JOHN SALtrREN, Attorney, Tavistock, Devon. Fur. Div. 
4s. 63d. Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 


Assiquuents for Benefit of Crevitor’, 


TUESDAY, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Oct. 6, 2nd class 


ARNOLD, Rosert, Hosier, Burnley, Lancashire. Sept. 10. 
Wilson, Grocer, Burnley; E. Waters, Wareh 
Sols. Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, 64 Fountain-st., Malet 

Grirrirus, JAMes, Draper, 52 High-st., Notting-hill. Sept. 15. Zrustee, 
G. Rutland, Serjeant-ut-Mace, 41 Basinghall-st. So/s. Ashurst, Son, & 
Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 

Henperson, Henry, Shipowner, Warkworth, Northumberland. Sept. 9. 
Trustee, T. K. Winter, Auctioneer, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sol. Brignal, 
13 Elvet-bridge, Durham. 

WessrEer, WILLIAM, Draper, 93 Ceemtiaiet Middlesex. 
tees, A. & E. Caldecott, Whol Wareh« 

Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old or. 

Woopnovse, WiLL1AM, Draper, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire. Sept. 
10, Zrustees, J. Glover, Bookseller; G Welch, Butcher; both of Lea- 
mington Priors. Sols. Haynes & Moore, Warwick. 

Woopman, Henry, Draper, Smallbrooke-st., Birmingham, Sept. 8. 7irus- 
tees, J. Barnicot, Warehouseman, Friday-st., London; W. Parren, Ware- 
houseman, Cannon-st. West, London. Sol. Heather, Paternoster- row. 

Woops, Roznrrt, Grocer, Burford, Oxfordshire. Oct. 3. Trustees, T. 
Streat, Auctioneer, Burford; J. Mathews, Plumber and Glazier, Bur- 
ford, Sol. Price, Burford. 


spreustees; R. 
iter, 








_ Sept. 7. Trus- 
psid Sols. 
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Brycuam, Isaac, Draper, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire. Sept. 14, 
Trustees, C. Evans, Warchouseman, Cannon-st. West; S. Wreford, 
Warehouseman, Aldermanbury. Sol. Turner, 68 ‘Aldermanbury. 

Curimes, Peter, Glass Manufacturer, Manchester. Sept. 10. Trustee, 
W. Owen, Accountant, 56 Pall-mall, Manchester. Indenture lies at 
office of W. Owen, 56 Pall-mall, Manchester. 

Dior, Francis, Outfitter, King-st., Bristol. Sept. 17. Trustee, W. Groy 
Wholesale Grocer, Bristol. ‘Sols. Leman & Humphrys, Baldwin-st., 
Bristol. Creditors to come in and execute before Dec. 31 next. 

Haigu, GrorGe, Grocer, periiy near Sheffield. Sept. 30. Trustees, 
J. Hill, Corn Miller; J. Jackson, Teadealer; both of Sheffield. Sol, 
Hudson, 29 North Chureh- st., Sheffield. Creditors to execute on or 
before Dec, 30 next, 

Jay, Samvuet, & GeorGe Smirn, Silk Mercers, Regent-st. Sept. 24, 
Trustees, W. C. ve | Silk Mercer, Regent-st.; C. Wilson, Warehouse. 
man, Watling-st. ; Evans, W: archouseman,. Cannon-st. West. “Sol,” 
Heather, sea Nt 

PEMBRIDGE, WILLIAM, Draper, Monmouth, Sept. 28. Trustees, R. Wil- 
liams, Warehouseman, Bewdley, Worcestershire; W. Graham, Auc- 
tioneer, Monmouth. Sol. Galindo, Monmouth. Creditors to execute 
within two calendar months from Sept. 28. 

PeNDERED, JouN, Draper, Royston, Herts, Sept. 17. 
dered, Gent., Royston; J. Baggallay, Warehouseman, 
London; Rev. A. Leeman, Aldenham, near Watford, Herts, 
Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Wess, THomas, Innkeeper, Bradford, Wilts. Sept. 30. 
Wilkins, Brewer; T. Taylor, Chemist, both of Bradford. 
& Page, Bradford. 


‘Professional Partnerships Dissaloed. 


TurEspay, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Trustees, J. Pen- 
Love-lane, 
Sol, 


Trustees, A 
Sols. 'Timbrel 


Henry Joux, & CHARLES Freperick Barker, Attorneys and 
Debts paid by Barker & 


BARKER, 
Solicitors, Wem, Salop; by mutual consent. 
Sons, Solicitors, Wem, Salop. Sept. 22. 

Moxon, Henry, & Rosert James Dogre, Attorneys and Solicitors, 34 
Bedford-row. Debts received and paid by R. J. Dobie. Sept. 30. 


Frinay, Oct. 9, 1857. 
Kine, WitttAM Henry, & Samurt Broomueap hay Attorneys and 
Solicitors, Manchester; by mutual consent. Sept. 2 
Crevitors under Estates in 
TurEspAy, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Orton, Henry (who died in Jan. 1831), Tobacconist, late of Derby. ' E 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before Noy, 
6, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 


Chancery. 
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GARBANATI, JosErH (who died in July, 1852), Carver and Gilder, South- 
ampton-st., Covent-gdn. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on 
or before Noy. 2, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 


Wiinding-up of Joint Stack Company. 
Turspay, Oct. 6, 1857. 


Evectric TeLEGrara Company OF IRELAND.—The Master of the Rolls 
peremptorily orders a further call of £1 per share, payable by two in- 
stalments of 10s. per share, to be made on all the contributories in-~ 
cluded in the settled list of contributories, and who have not been 
compromised with. And that each contributory pay the balance of the 
first of such instalments to the Official Manager, at 3 South-sq , Gray’s- 
inn, on Oct. 24, at 12; and of the second on Jan. 7, at 12; after debit- 
ing his account in the Company’s books with each of such instalments. i 


Scotch Hequestrations. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 6, 1857. 
Crooxs, Witttam, Currier and Leather Belt Maker, Gauze-st., Paisley: 
Oct. 11, at 12, Globe Hotel, Cross, Paisley. Seg. Oct. } i 
IIkNDERSON, JouN, Bookseller, Dunfermline. Oct. 12, at 12, Royal 
Hotel, Dunfermline. Seg. Sept. 28. 
Hott, Hexry Freperic, South Reach, Stornoway. 


Oct. 10, at 10, Cale- | ~ 
donian Hotel, Stornoway, Seq. Sept. 30. é 


M‘Nans, James, & WitL1aM M‘Napp (J. M‘Nabb & Son), Joiners and , | 


‘Timber Merchants, Old Toll, Ayr. Oct. 13, at I, 
Ayr. Seq. Sept. 30 

M‘Naveuton, WILLIAM, Innkeeper, Muthil. 
Arms Hotel, Crieff. Seg, Sept. 30. 

Stewart, CHARLES, Manufacturer, Glasgow. 
George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. Oct. 1 


Commercial Hotel, - j : 


Oct. 10, at 12, Drummond) | 


Oct, 13, at 1, Globe Hotel, 


Wer, WILLIAM, Boot and Shoe Maker, Titchfield-st., Kilmarnock, Ayr- ~ 7 


shire, deceased. Oct. 17, at 1, Black Bull Inn and Hotel, Kilmarnock. ig 


Seq. Oct. 3. 
Fripay, Oct. 9, 1857. 


Oct. 14, at 2; Hall of the 


Barnet, James, Joiner and Builder, Glasgow. 
Seq. Oet. 2. 


Faculty of Procurators, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 
Hoa, James, Hairdresser, West Register-st., Edinburgh. Oct. 16, at 12; 
Stevenson's Sale-rooins, 4 St. Andrew-sq., Edinburgh. Seg. Oct. 5. 
Pyrer, Wittram Comber, Master in the Royal Navy, Johnshaven, Kin-'’ 
cardineshire. Oct. 16, at 12, Mill-hill, Stonehaven. Seq. Oct. 5 LE 
Spark, WILLIAM, Hardware Merchant, Aberdeen. Oct. 10, at 12, Lemony; 
Tree Tavern, Aberdeen. Seg. Oct. 1 














